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An Anſwer 0 2 late Pamphlet, 
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Obedience and Submiſſion to the Preſent Government, 
| Demonſtrated from B* Ove x at's Convocation-Book. 
WITH 


A POSTSCRIPT in Anſwer ro Dr. SHERLOC K's 
Caſe of Allegiance. fl 
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HE Author for Introdu- to do ir. And for any thing this Au- 

Rion begins with charg- thour or any other hath ſaid, we are 

ivg) the Non - Swearers. till like ro be kept in Ignorance. 

with Malice or Ignorance, We confets plainly,we have not Skill 

for reproaching thoſe of to reconcile them, and we want their 
the Church of England, who have ta- help, and if they will not afford jt us, 
ken the Oaths, with deferring their and reconcile them-theinſelves, whoſe 
Principles. Faulr is it Tis true, they are not ſpa- 
- Perhaps. the Author thinks It a ve- ring of Arguments raken out of  Par- 
ry malicious Thing in them,to bedepri- ſons the Jeſuites and from the Rebels in 
ved of their Livings and Preferments, the Year 42. and from the Advocates 


(for what other Infiances of Malice of Cromwe!'s Uſurpation. Theſe we | 


they: hare been guilty of I cannot de- meer with in every Pampler, but we 
viſe, ) Well, ir was _ done hope we may be pardon'd, if we do 
of them to loſe their Livelihoods, and, nor take theſe for Principles of the 
in ſuch a reflc&ing manner,to reproach Church of England, and a' man may 
thoſe whip (wore,and kept or advanced look his Eyes our, before he.can find 
theirs : Whereas they might have ta- any other ; and this Author is the firſt 
ken the. Oaths; and if they could not that ever pretended ro produce any 
with a good Conſcience, art leaft they mgm AR of the Church of England 
ought to: have done ir ro ſave the Re- In favour of ſuch PraQtices, and how 
puretian of rheir Brethren. The other fairly he hath done it, we ſhall ſee by 
Branch of the Charge is 1gnorance, and and by. watt. 
3f- by: that-the Author means 3 That _ In the meantime,if what he alledges 
they do not know, bur:thoſe have. de= from thence were true, (as it is nor, ) 
ſerced their Principles, [for my part, L; jr will by no means juſtific chem ; for 
confeſs the Fat, I amr thus ignorant, it is at beſt but a pretence caken up af- 
and 1 wonder when we ſhall be better ter the Fact: And as a ſubſequent-Law 
inform'd. They have often been called cannot condemn, fo neither can it jufti- 
upon, to ſhew: the Conſiſtency of their fie a FaR previous to it. And I'pre- 
preſent Pradtices, cither 'with the Ges ſume there is nor one fingle Perſon, bur 
neral Prihcipies'of rhe Charch of £1 what had raken the Oath, cither before 
gland, ar.whth their own - Principles the publication of the Convecation-Book, 
heretofore, but they will ner youchſafe or —_— any reſpe& to It : - that 
| whate yer 
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w' atever the Se>ſe or Authority of ff Guile of Perjury transfer aur Allegie 


that Conrocation may be, it Ggnifies no- 


thing ro juſtifie or excuſe the Proceed= 


ings of thoſe who knew nothing of ir, 


nor ated with any manner of refe- + 


rence to it. Let them ſhew any other 
publick A of the Church, any Opint- 
on of one|of the approv'd Sons of the 
Church of England, the Pragice of any 
one that own'd her Principles, in ſa- 
vour of tiie Do&rines they now teach, 
and the PraRices they now follow, and 
then they ſay ſomerhing : But 1n vain 
do they Pretend to juſtifie themſelves 


- from a Convocation-Book, when they 


hzd done the Fa before they eyer 
heard of; or faw the Book they pre- 
rend to juſtifie themſclves by. This Au- 
thour ralks of Demonſtration from this 
Book, bur ir concerns him, and others 
that call themſelves cf the Church of 
England, to demonſtrate it from ſome- 
thing elſe, or they can never ſatisfie 
their Conſciences, that they have ated 
jn Conformity to the Principles of the 
Church of Ergland; for thoſe who had 
done the Buſineſs long before, can ne- 
ver ſhelter themſelves by any Proofs 
taken from this Book, if any ſuch there 
be ; and whether there are or no, we 
come now to examine. 


The Authour ſays, That be lays down 
the Doffrine about Government and Atl- 
legianct in four Propoſitions, extrated 
out of the Convocation- Book, to which al= 
moſt the whole Controverſie may be reduc d. 


And they are theſe: 


1. That the Powter of Kings was 0« 
Triginally. Patriarchal, Derzved from God, 
and not from the People. - 

2. That Deſcent in Hereditary King- 
doms.is the Ordinary way whereby a Right 


end Title to the Crown 3s claimable, 


3. That no Violence is to be uſed to 
Kings, from their own Subjetts, for any Ir- 
Tegularities they. commit. 

4+ That baving Sworn Allegiance to 


a Prince, we cannot, without the dread= 


ance, whilſt he continues to have an Alle 
thorit ative Right and Title to the Crown, 


Now *tis to be remember'd, that 
che Anchour ſaith, chat theſe f17 Pro- 
poſitions are extrated out of the Con- 
vocation-Book. . I ſuppoſe he docs nur 
mean, Thar they are all there, 1n ſo 
many Words, ( for that is not (o; ) but 
that he hath jn them delivered the 
ſenſe of the Convocation about Go- 
vernment and Allegiance , and whether 
he hath faithfully done ſo, is the ſubje& 
of the preſent Enquiry, And I ſhail 


ſhew, and ( fince tke Author is delight-_ 


ed with the word ) demonſtrate, That 
he hath omitted many things that are 
material, and pertinent to the preſcnt 
Controverſie about Government and 
Allegiance. That what he hath drawn 
up into theſe Propoſitions, he hath in 
ſome of them. ( if not in all) curcajl'd 
and diminiſh'd the full ſenſe of rhe 
Convocation. That, above all, by ad- 
ding words and Limitations, and Gloſs 
ſes, and Explications, he hath deſtroy- 
ed the Texr, and perfe&ly corrupted 
and perverted their-Senſc : I ſhall ſhew 
this in examining the particulars, 


The firſt Propoſition T ſhall examine 
laſt, becauſe the Authour builds upon 
ir,, and ſays,” it is the Ground-work of 
the whole Diſcourſe, and gives occaſion 
for Enquiry. jnto it afterwards, 


The ſecond Propofition js thus in 


the Aurthour : That Deſcent, in Heredi- | 


tary Kingdoms, is the ordinary way whereby 
a Right and Title to the Crown is claim- 
able, And that we may be ſure not to 
miſtake him, he adds, I ſay, is the or- 
dinary way : But I ſay, that Ordinary 
way is his own, and not in the Text, 
nor can be made out 3» the ſenſe of the 
Authour : For though there may be 
ſome extraordinary ways in hereditary 
Kingdoms, that may give a Right and 


Title to the Crown, beſides Deſcent, as 


God's 
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God's particular Nomination and Ap- 
pointmenr, the Extin&ion or SubmiM- 
cn of the Right Heirs. t the Au- 
thour's extraordinary way 1s none of 
them: For though in explaining this 
Propofition he rels us ( according to 
the Convocation,) that the Lord may 
and is able to overthrow Kings, not- 
withſtanding any Claim, Right, Ticle, 
or Intereſt, that they can challenge ro 
their Kingdoms; yet if he be conſi- 
ſtent ro himſelf, by all rhis he means 
only 'God's permiſſive Providence, 10 per- 
micting another Perſon to take Poſle(- 
ſion of the Crown : And then [ (ay a- 
gain, that this is not the ſenſe of che 
"Convocation, but the contrary 3 and 
let any man read the ſevenreenti Cas 
non of the firſt Book, and he will ſoon 
be ſatisfied. If «ry Man ſhall affirm, 
That the Kingdom of Judah by G d's Or- 
ainance going by Succeſſion, when one 
King was dead, his Heir was not in Right 
their King, ( howbeit by ſome Athaliah 


he might bt hindred from enjoying it, ) 


or that the People were not bound with- 
out any farther circumſtance, upon ſuffici- 
ent notice of thelr form:r King's Death, 
to have obeyed his Heir apparent , as their 
L awful King, be deth greatly err. 
From whence there is nothing more 
plain, chan that the ſenſe of the Con- 


vocation is, that notwithftanding any . 
- uſurped Poſſeſſion of the Crown, and 


ſuch as Athaliah's was, ( which continu- 
ed ſome Tears, ) the People were bound 
to pay Obedience to the Right Heir, as 
Their lawful King. And then I wonder 
what becomes of Poſſeton, and permi;= 
five Providence: And before the Au- 
thour can demonſtrate otherwiſe, he 
muſt firſt demonſtrate this Canox, and 
a great many other things our of the 
Book. Burt of this more hereafter: 


The third Propoſition is, That no /7- 
elenct is to be uſed to Kings far any Irre- 
gularities that they commit. This does 
fully expreſs the Senſe of rhe Convo- 
carion, bur the Authour's Comment 


deſtroys ir. The Authour, in explain. 
Ing or proving this Propofirion, ſays; 
For the Doftrine of Paſſive Obedience t» 
4 Government eſt abliſhed by Law, (then 
by the way, there is no Paſſive Obedi- 
ence due to a Government not eſtabli- 
ſhed by Law, ) whether the Prizce be 
limited, ana4 ſworn to govern by Laws 
choſen by the People, and enatted with his 
Conſent, or the Prince be abſolutr, and 
brs Will ſufficiently declared, br the Law, 
is of abſolute neceſſity to the ſupport of any 
Government. From whence, it ſeems, 
that the. Authour hath got Mr. Job»ſon's 
Paſſive Obedience, and limirs jr to the 
Laws, and not to the Prince: And if 
ſo, this is not only a plain Contradi&i- 
on to the Convocation, but to his own 
extracted Propofition ; for that is, That 
Kings are to receive no Yiolence from 
therr Subjetts for any Irregularities they 
commit. Now though Irregularities is a 
fine word, and not in the Convocari- 
on, yet I fuppoſe the Authour does 
nor 'mean lefs by it, than a Prince 
ating and governing againſt Law, ec- 
ſpecially joyned with that Univerſal, 
for any Irregularities they commit. And 
chen I aGume, that Paſſive Gbedience 
is due to a lawſul Prince, notwithfitand. 
ing, and upon his ating and govern. 
ing againft Law. And this 1 am ſure 
js the Senſe of the Convocation ; and 
if the Authour cannor'tell how to cx- 
cra& this Propoſition, I have been { 
civil as to extra ir for him, 


The fourth Propoficion is, That, ha- 
wing ſworn Allegiance to a Prince, 'we 
cannot, without the dreadful Guilt of Pere 
jury, transfer our Allegiance, whilſt be 
continues to have an Authoritative Rigbt 
and Title to the Crown. Now I would 
gladly know, from whar place of the 
Comvocation - Book this Propoſition 
is excraked. The Print refers us to 
Canon 36. but there is nothing in 
that Canon'of Oaths or Allegiance, and 
therefore, chat | ſuppolc 13 the Errour 
of the Preſs, and it ſhould be-Can. 38 
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Ibid, 


| thought on, 


( 4 
where there is ſomething of ir, bur nor 
one word of che Authour's Limitation 
of the continuance of, an Authoritative 
Right and Title, bur the contrary. Jad- 
dus, when Alexaoder ( having over- 
thrown |arius) ſent to him to afiſt him 
in his Wars, and b:come Tributary to the 
Macedonians, as be had hren to the 1'er- 
ſlang; retun'd for Anſwer, That be 
might not yield thereto, becauſe be bad 
taken an- Oath for his true Allegiance to © 
Darius, which he might not lawfully vi-. 
olate whilſt Darius liv'd. Now I ſuppoſe 
thac wh:{/# Darius lived, is nor whilſt 
he continued to have an Authoritative 
Right and Title, and he muſt have an 
extraordinary Faculty at Demonſtration, 
that can demonſtrate” them to be the 
ſame, and beſides, rhe- Convocation 
ſuppoſes. that Parius had not ac that 
time that Authoritative Title the Au- 
cthour mentions; for they tell us ex- 
preſly, That this was when Darius was 
eſcaped by flight, aſter bis-Army was diſ- 
comfited : And therefore once again I 
defre the Favour, this the Authour 
would tell me, were he had this 4«- 
thoritative Right and Title; tor there is 
not one word of it in the Convocation- 
Book, nor any thing like it. I know 
the Authour is refolyed to have it, and 
therefore preſently adds, 7 /ay Autho- 
ritativie Kight and Title, Well, the Au- 
chour may ſay what he pleaſe, what is 
thar ro me, or to the Buſineſs? The 
Queſtion is no: what the Author ſays, 
bur what the Couvocation ſays. The 
Autkour perhaps may think it betrer 
ro transfer his Allegiance to any Power, 
than to be bound up by his Oath 5 and 
if he like ir, he may enjoy his own hu- 
mour ; bur then let him not father this 
upon the Convocation. and make them 
fay what they never inteaded, nor 
The Authour goes on, 
The Caſe may ſo happen, that theſe being 
ſeparated, the Claim of Right, without 
the Authority, cannot challenge out Alle- 
g/ance. The contrary to which is as, , 
exprefly delivered and aflerted by the \. 


) 


Convocation, as any thing car: be, as in 
the Caſe of Joaſh and Athaliah, (Chap. 
and Can. 23.) where, notwithſtanding 
Foaſh had Bone of our Authour's Au- 
thoritative Right and Title, and had 
only Claim of Right, without the Au- 
thority, ** Yer when 7thozada called the 
« People together, and being acquain» . 
«red with the Preſervation of their 
« P;jnce, they all rogether by a Cove- 
«© nant acknowledged their Allegiance 
«tro him, as unto their lawfu! Ring 3 
ane fn conſequence of that ſl:w Atha- 
liah the Uſurper. And the Convoca- 
tion adds, Thar, « In all rhe proceſs of 
« which-a&ion nothing was done which 
« God himſelf did nor require at theic 
© Hands; and the Reaſon of this they 
« oive, Joajh, their late King's Son, 
«© being then th ir only natural Lord 
«and Sovereign, although Athaliah 
«kept him for fix Years from the 
Poſſeſſion of his Kingdom. 

This is plain enough, and necds no - 
farther infiſting on ; and what Opinjon 
ſoever our Authour may have of his 
owa Notion, ,That the Claim of Right, 
without the Authority, cannot challenge 
Allegiance : Yet I hope he »41ll here- 
after be careful how he aſcribes it to the 
Convocation. I am contented ro own 
with the Authour, That the Caſe may 
ſo happen, That Authority (in che Au- 
thour's S:nfe } and Right may be ſepa- 
rated ; but the Queſtion is, whether Al- _ 


 legiance may be ſeparated from Right, 


and transferred to Authority withour 
Righr. That the Authour does, but 
the Convocation never aſſerted : It is 
plain in the foregoing inſtance, Thar, 
according to the Convocation, Right 
without Authority may and ought to 
challenge Allegiance z and jr is as plain 
from the (ame and other Inſtances, that 
Authoriry withour Right cannot cha!- 
lenge it. There are indeed ſome In- 
ſtances of transferring Allegiance,men- 
rioned and juſtified in the Convocation 
Book; and our Authour, anq4 ſome o- 
thers preſently conclude fiom thence, 

Thas 


I 


. 46. 
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That they juſtifie paying and transfer- 
ring Allegiance to any Perſon poſſeſſed 
of Power, though without Right, nay, 
againſt jr. And chis is a fundamental 
Miſiake, and ariſes for want of confi- 
dering, That in theſe Caſes the Convo. 
caiion never requires, nor juſtifics che 
transferring Allegtance,burt only where 
rhe Right is cransferred [ikewiſe, Thus 
in the Caſe of 7by, the Convocation 
expreſly aſſerts, That 7:hu was the law- 


| ful Ring, and Foram was then his Sub- 


zeaz (ze) the Right was in 7h, and 
notin 7oram. Soalſa of Abud, when 
he was authoriſcd to kill che King of 
Felon; he was firſt made a Judge, 
Prince, and Ruler, and ene Convoca- 
tion ſays expreſly, That © lr 1s not 
* lawful for any. Perſon whatſoever, 
&« upon prerence of any Revelation, In- 
<« ſpiration, or Commandment from 
* God, either to rouch the Perſon of 
« his Sovereign, or to bear Arms a-. 
« oainſt him, except God ſhould firſt 
&« advance the ſaid Perſon from his pri- 
« yare Eftate, and make him a King. 
Sothar cis plain,in the ſenſe of the Cone 
vocation, there was firſt a Right before 
Allegiance became due, and they chal- 
leng'd Allegiance only by virtue of that 
Right, And the ſame may be ſaid of 
their Submitſhon and Obedience ro the 
Babylonians, the Perſeans. Macedonians, 
and the Romans, all mentioned and ju- 


 Rlified by the Convocation-B3ok, theſe 


reſpe&ive Governments had a Riglc 
of Government over-the 7ews, though 
not 1h the ſame manner with the for- 


' er by God's expreſs Nomination, yer 
they acquired a Right by the Submiſ- f 


flon and acknowledgment of thoſe, in 
whom the Right was; and for the 
proof of this I ſhall look no farther 
ran our Author, who tells us expret- 
ly (pag. 8, g) That the Kings of Iſrael 
and Judah became not only Trabutary but 
Subjefts to the Kivigs of Babylon. And 
then I wonder what the Aurhor means 
by <aying upon this Propoſition, (pag. 
$.) That the Claim of Right without the 


5) 


Authority cannot challenge Allegiante, as 
in the Caſe of the Kings of Iſrael and Ju-- 
dah, that were {ed Captive by the Baby- 
lonians, who, they ſurvived in Babylon, 
and ſome of thim out of Confinement. For 
what if they did ſurvive, and whether 
they were in, or out of Confinement, 
yet, b-ing Subje/ts, what claim of Right 
had they? And the Author himſelf 
ſays, that, being Sabjelts, whatever other 
duty might, yet Allegiance could 10 way 
be due to them ; and what Right ſoever 
they might have before, by becoming 
Subjetis they had transferred it to the 
King whole $ybjedts the, _— and 
that with'the Submiſſion of the People 
I hope was ſuffictent to make a Right 
In thoſe Princes to that Governmear, 
and in conſequence of that Right to 
make Allegiance ro become due: $So 
that howeyer the Author may con- 
rrad:& himſelf, it is plain in all the 
Inftances the Convocation mentions 
and juſtifies, Allegianceffoliowed Right, _ 
and not meerly Pofleſfion, or (as our 
Author calls it) Authority. 


Ic 15 0bjeRed from Foſephus, (L. 17. 
C. 8.) That (whatever be might anſwer) 
Jaddus a&ually becam» a Subjet to Alex- 
ander while | arius war alive, and alſo 
before he was totally and finally ſubautd : 
F,r Joſephus tells us, that after the ta- 
441g of Tyre, Alexander being diſpleaſed 
with Jaddus's Anſwer, came directly to 
Jeruſalem, »po7z whoſe approach Jaddus 
in bis Pontifical . Attare meets hum, and 
ſubmits to him, and” Alexander, infead 
of executing bis revenge, falls down be- 
ore him, as baving in a Viſion at Dio 
ſeen a Perſon ſo attireg,, KC. 

To this I anſwer, 

I. That the Story It ſelf is very ſuf. 
pitious, | 

IF. If ft, were true, it would not 
prove what it is alledged for, 


 Þ The 
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1. The <tory is very ſuſpicious, up- 


'02 theſe two Accounts : 


1. No Author, beſides Fo/tpbas, 
and rhoſe that had it from him, men- 
rions or takes notice of any ſuch thing. 
There is ror the leaſt footſtep of ic in 
Diodorus Sicu'us, or Plutarch, or Quins 
ts,Curtius, or Arian, or Juſtin, all 


. very good and diligent Hiftorjans ; and 


(co (ay the Truth of them) every one 
of *them a more credirable Aurhour 
than Joſepbus. Diodorus Siculus was 
much'nearer the time,- and wrote 150 
years Pane Rn and each of them 


. gives a punual account of the whole 


Progreſs of 4!:xander, and yer not one 
word of Jaddus, or Jeruſalem. - Now 
if it were true, as Foſephus records, it 
is as memorable a paſlage as any inthe 
whole Expedition; and it Is a ſtrange 
thing, that thoſe who are ſo punRual 


as to tell us of his wanting Sleep, of. 


his Dreams, and of his taking Phyſick, 
fhould-yer prerermit, and filently paſs 
over, a thing every way fo remarkable. 
And what is yet more ſtrange, If 7:/2- 
pbus''be in the right, they tell us che 
clean contrary, viz, That from the 
Siege of Tyre, Alexander went dire&ly 
to Gaz, andiſo on into e Egypt, to the 


* Temple of Zupiter Hamon, and fo from 


Place to place, till he came to Gango- 
melxz, where he fought the laſt Battel 


_ with Darius. 


2. The Difficulty -of reconciling it 
with Chonology, Foſephns tells us, 
That Manaſles thr younger Brother of Jad- 
dus, Married the Daughter of Sanballat, 
and for which Jaddus depoſed bim from 
2/12 Prieſthood, and Sanballar for to en- 
courage him, by leaue obtained from Ale- 
xander, built a Temple in Samaria, and 
made Manaſles High-Prie?. Now San- 


'Neh. 2. 29, ballat was Prefe& of Syria, and Gover- 
4 2, nour of the Samaritans, 
6. 1. mah buile-the Walls of Feraſalem, and 
2.1, diſturbed the Building, &;, This was 


when Nehe- 


(6) 


* as 


the 20th Year of Artazerxtes Longi- 
manus, Now from the 2oth Year of 
Artaxerxes, to the taking of Tyre, is 
115 Years, and it is thus computed : 


Years. 
Artaxerxtes Longimanus reigned 41 
Darius Nothus 19 
Artaxerxts Mnemon 43 
Ochus 23 
Avſes Z 
Darius Codomanus 6 


i 


From which ſubtra& 20 of Artaxerxes 
Longimanus, and there remains I 15. 
Now as C4/viſ64s obſerves, the Govern- 
ment of Syr;2 and Samaria, being a 


Place of great Authority and Truſt, 


Senballat, when the Government was 
conferred upon him, could not be a 
young Man, but of good Years and Ex- 
perience; and the leaſt we can ſuppoſe 
him to be ar the beginning of his G2= 
vernment, fam how long that might 
be before Nehemiah's going up to 7erru- 
ſalem, he Scripture is filent ; bucir is 
certain, that it was before) is of che 
Age of 30. And add this co the for- 
mer Account, 


I15 
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And then Sanballat at that time muſt 
be One hundred forty and five years 


of. 


And it 15 to be obſery'd, that this is 
the ſhorreſt Compuration,and I believe 
the trueſt. Thoſe who reckon Sogdin 
ans, and a ſecond X:rx::;, as Kings of 
Perfia, make it yet longer. And 7ad- 
dus and Manaſſes could not be much 
younger : For that Nebemiab, (ch. 13, 
ver. 21,) takes notice of this Marriage 
with the Daughter of Sanballzt, and 
(Ch. 12. ver. 22.) intimates 7addus's 
rhen being High-Prieſt, Now Brietims 
rells us, That Nthemiahb dyed the laſt 

Year 
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wal, a4 Year. of Azt4xtrxts Longimanus, and 
.Myn, from the Death of Artaxerxes, to the 


p : 9s 


taking of Tyre, as appears by the Co: - 
putarion, is 94 Years, Now how long 
Nehemiah wrote his Book before he 
dy'd does not appear ;_ nor is it certain 
how old Faddus and Manzaſſes then were. 
Burt jt is plain, That Aanaſſes, the 
younger Brother, was then married , 
and *cis probable Zaddus was then High- 
Prieſt, and I think the leaſt we can al- 
low for the rime of Nebemiab's Living, 
afrer he ended his Book, and for the 
marriagezble Age of Mazaſſes,and then 
for 7addus's Age, as cIder than him, 
the leaſt we can allow is zo Years, 
and it is very probable it was much 
more. To this add 94, the formep 
Com putation,and then 7addus, at that 
time 7oſephs ſaſtens this Story, muſt 
have been 124 Years old. 
And this is the lcaft and loweft ac- 

count ; Bur if we take Foſephus his 


Computation, it will be yer much lon- 


ger ; for he tells us Nebenzab builc the 
Walls of Jeruſalem the 28th Year of 
Nerxes, and dyed ſome time after. 
And then from the Death of Xerxes, 
accounting, ir will be 41 Years more, 
even all the time of Artaxerxes Lon- 
gimanys, and then Jaddus muſt. have 
been One hundred fixty* and five 
Yeats old, 
Years, 
41 
124 


i6s 


Theſe are Difficulties that have per- 
plexed- all Chronologers, apd fome 
finding ir impoſſible ro reconcile ir, 
have been rempted to rejeR this Sto- 
ry of Zaddus and Sanballat, as a miere 
invention of Zoſephus. 

There are but two things (aid, that 
will. make this account of Foſephus ſo 
much 2s probable; but both of them 
arc e unaccountable as Zoſephys hime 
telf.} Some 4s Calviſy: & cet tha 


| 


y 


Cry 


going of Nehemiah to Frruſalem ſixty 
Years forwards in the Reign of 4Axrrz- 
xerxes Mnemon : But all thoſe that do 
ſo, fix the time of finiſhing the ſecond 
Temple (to make their Account hang 
rogerher,) nor in the Reign of Darius 
Hyjtoſpis, but of Darius Nothus, Bur 
this ( >e{ides that ir is againſt the Judg» 
ment of C/emens Al:xan 1inu, Euſtbins, 
and all Chronolcgers ll Scaliger,) 
inſtead of clearing one Difficulry, it 
makes more and greater : For if the 
ſecond Temple was: finiſhed in the 
Reign of Paris Nothus,. then Exra, 
and ail thoſe thar ſaw the firſt Tem- 
ple, and ſurviv'd the building of the 
ſecond, muſt have bcen ar leaſt 180 
Years old; and then alſo Zerubbabel and 
Feſhua muſt have lived to 145 Years. 
The Compure is thus; The Temple of. 
Solomon was deſiroyed inthe Eleventh 
Year of Zedechiah, and that was eleven *' 
Years aſter the beginning of the Baby- 
loniſh Captivity, The Captivity laſted 
7o Years, and all agree that theſe 70 
Years ended ſometime in the Reign 
of Cyrus, and probably three Years be- 
fore his Death. Now from rhoſe 3 
Years of Cyrus, to the 6th of Dari 
Notbus, in which (faith Calviſsus, and 
thoſe that follow that Account) the ſc 
cond Temple was finiſt'd,is 115 Years.. 


. Yeats. 
Cyrus 3. 
Cambyſes . . © 
Inter, Mag. | L 
Darins Hyſtaſpis 36. 
Xerxts 21 
Artax. Longim. 41 
Darius Noathus + 6. 
Tis: 


To this add 59 Years of the Capti- 
vity, and 6 Years to a Child to lodg 
any thing in his memory : and then 
Exr4 and che reſt muſt have. becn of 
the Age of 389, 11 ng » 

y Nign1vRE Gi 29135, 
Years., 
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Years, 
I115 
59 
6 


180 


Compare Now that Exzr4 was living at the De- 


-2King. 25, ſtru&ion of the firſt Temple appears 3 
118. 21. for thathis Father Seraiah was then 


md Ezra lain by Nebuchadnexzar. And that fe- 


*, 1, veral cthers, who ſaw the firſt Tem- 


ple,and were returned from Captivity, 
and living at the building the ſecond, + 
js cvident from the Prophet H:ggas, 
Ch. 2. ver. 3- #ho is left among you that 
ſaw this Houſe in ber firſt Glory? An4 
bow do ye ſee it now? is it not #n your 
Eyes in compariſon of it as nothing ?* 
Thid, Calviſius rakes notice of rhis, prerend-- 
P.14gr, ing toanfwer it, by ſaying, thar theſe* 
words donor mean, as if any one that! 
had ſcen Sulomon's Temple was then - 
alive; bur they are ſo ro be taken, as 1f 
® he had ſaid, If, or 0h that any of you 
had ſeen, ec. inthe ſame manner that 
our Sayiour*'s Words are to' be under- 
ſtood, That man among you having 4 
bundred Sheep, fc. and that they mfghr 
colle& rhe largeneſs of the Temple 
from the Foundations of ir, and' from 
the Compaſs of Mount Moria. As If 
the Prophet had only ſpoken a Para- 
ble ro them, or as if by ſeeing rhe G1o- 
1y,he only meant the Rubbiſh: Whereas 
"cis plain, that the Prophet does not 
mean fight in Imagination and allu- 
ſively, but aRual ſecing, and ſuch as 
whereby they might compare one with 
the other, Ts it not in your Eyes In come 
pariſon of it as nothing ? and how could 
that be, excepr their Eyes had ſeen the 
Glory of the firſt Temple,as well as the 
'meanneſs of thar they then ſaw? And 
why ſhould the ſattie word: (ſee,) and 
"relating alſo to the comparing one ob- 
. je& of Sight with another, In the ſ(ams 
line, be underſtood in two different 
' ſenſes, in a metaphorical and a proper 
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ſcnſe; and if nor, then they aRually; 
and 1n a proper ſenſe ſaw the Temple 
in her firft Glory, as they did ſee ir in 


, the mean condition it then was. And 


this is the ſenſe of all the Interpreters 
I have met with, and particularly of 


' Sr, Hierom (in locun).. And the Pro- 


pher plainly ſcems to refer to that of 
Exra, Ch.3. ver. 12. and which was 
bur 120r 13 Years before, 7he Prieſts 
and Fathers that were ancient Men, and 
bad ſeen the firſt Houſe, when the Foun- 
dation of this Houſe was 1aid before their 
Eyes, wept with a loud woice, and ma- 
ny ſhouted aloxd for Foy, And this I hope 

js nor a Scene inthe Fancy or merely © 
ſeeing the Foundarjons:For why ſhould 
the fight of the Rubbiſh fo mightily af- | 
fe& them ? Or what need the mention. | 
of ancierxt Men? Or what could be the 
Reaſon of thar great difference, thar 
ſome ſhould weep with a loud Voice, 
and others ſhour for Joy ? For all ſaw 
the Foundations alike ; and the young 
Men ſaw them as well as the ancient 
Prieſts and Fathers, Ir is plain there- 
fore, Thar ſome of thoſe chat were 
at the buffding of the ſecond Temple, . 
ſaw the firſt Temple in irs Glory, and 
while ir ſtood ; but then iris as plain, - 
that the ſecond Temple was finiſhy'd in 
the Reign of Darires Hyſtaſpis, and con- . 
ſequently that Ezra and Nehemiah went 
up to Jeruſalem, nor in the Reign of 
A\taxerxes Mnemon, but of Artaxerxes 
Longgmanus ; and then ic will follow, 
that 1f Sanballat liv'd to the time of 
Alexander, he muſt ar the Slege of Tyre 
have been 145 years old. 

But however Calviſus thought he 
had got an Anſwer to that of Haggat ; 
yet the Caſe' of 'Zerybbabel and 7eſhut 
perplexes him, arid he does trot know 
what ro fay co-it: For fr is plaſn thar 
Zerubbabel and Feſhua {the one as Go- 
vernour,the other as High-Prieſt)wenc 
up to Zeruſalem upon the EdiR of cy- 
Ms, and cotitinued in their RY 
Stations tifl the Temple- way finiſhed, 
and probably. ſome rime afref ; - bur if 

; that 


wa oa to 


{TS} 


that Temple was not finiſhed til! the 
6th, of Darius Nothis then both Ze- 
rubbabel and 7eſhua muſt have been 
of the Age of 145. which is the ſame 
difficulry with Sanballat ; for from the 
Edi& of Cyrus to the 6th. of Darius 
Nothss 1s, as appears before, 115 years; 
and to this add 3 . as a Competent age 
to qualifie them for ſuch great Offices, 
and that makes 145. 

Caluifius plainly confeſ- 


' Magna ft ber di- 
fantia, Fujus exem- 
plum par 4x nulla alia 
»Joria dart poteſt. 
Ibid. 146+ 
Animady.-in Eu- 
le>, Chron, p. $0. 


ſeth, That this is a great 
diſtance, and that there is 
not the like Kxample in a- 
ny other Hiſtory. I know 
Scaliger makes nothing of 
it, as if it had been a very 
ordinary matter for men 


to live ſo long, bur for all 
that 'ir would have puzzled him, to 
have givcn but a few Inſtances , and 
thoſe that have been they are famous, 
and as much taken notice of by Hifto- 
rians, as great Prodigies ; and that al- 
ſo (like ouPold Parr) though ir be of 
Men of the moſt private condition and 
extration, and much more if ic were 
of Princcs and Governours; and yer 
ncither 7oſephus himſelf, nor any ©- 
ther Hiſtorian takes the leaſt notice 
cither of Zerubbabel or Feſhua, or of 
Sanballat, Nehemiah, or Jaddus, living 
to any wonderful Age. And this I 
think is anotherprejudice to the Story. 

Burt there is one thing more, and 
which I take to be ſull out as wonder- 
ful, and that is, that Zerubbabe! ſhould 
continue Governour of the Jews ( as 
he muſt do, If Calvsſuc be in the right ) 
under 5 Succeſſive Kings of Perfea, and 
theſe of ſuchdiffering Tempers and In. 
clinations,and eſpecially withreſpeR ro 
the Aﬀairs of Zudea , ſuch inffances are 
as rare in theWorld,and perhaps more 
rare, than for a Man to live to 150 or 
200 Years. This Chronologers and 
Hiſtoriana(as faras my reading ſerves) 
do not take notice of, and yer I think 
it perplexes the Cauſe as much, and 
1s as hardly to- be reconcil'd to the 


common Obſervations among Men, as 
ſuch wonderful long Lives, 

Theſe are diff. ulties that are nor 
eaſily reconcil'd; and therefore Ome 
rake another way, and ſuppoſe that 
there wcre 2 Sanballats, and 2 Fedduſes. 
one in the time of Nehemiah, and the 
other of Alexander ; bur beſides that, 
Zoſephus,nor no other Hiſtory intimate 


any ſuch thing: Ir would be one of 


the ſtrangeſt accidents in the World ; 
for to make the Story complear, you 
muſt not only ſuppoſe two Sanballats, 
two Zadduſes, bur that each of the 7ag- 
duſts had a Brother, which Marricd 
the Paughter of each of the Sanballats, 
and for which reſpe&ively they were 


depos'd from the Priefthood Now ſuch 


accncurrence of allcircumſtances is like 
the Platonich year ; and is nor likely 10 
return ſooner, Or if ſuch a ſtrange thing 
ſhould happen is it probable that all 
Hiſtories would have been filent of jr ? 

And all this plainly ſhews, with whar 
difficulties this matter is clogg'd, and 
how perplex*dChronologers have been 
with it ; and the conſequence is, thar 
ir is very unreaſonable to make an Ar- 
gument of,or draw any inferencein re- 
ference to praQtice from ſuch a doubt- 
ful and ſuſpirious Story, For if it will 
not be granted,(as I ſuppoſe it willnor 
very caiily) that there were 2 ſuch San- 
ballats, Fadduſes, Daughters and Brothers, 
it ir will nor be granted that Exra,and 
thoſe that ſurviv'd the Captivity and 
the building the ſecond Temple, liv'd 
tO above 180 years, or that Zerybbabel 
and 7eſbya liv*d each of them to near 
150, and (which Is alt out as firange) 
that Zerubbabel and 7eſhua continued 
Governor and High Pricſt under 5 ſuc- 
cefſive Kings of Perſia; or if itwill nor 
be granted that Sanballat liv'd to above 
145, and 7addns himſelf to above 124. 
and all theſe mighty Ages not in the 
leaſt menrion'd by any Hiſtorian, then 


| {t will follow thatthe Story of Sanballat 


and Zaddi, with reſpe&'to the Times 


of Altzander, is 4 miſtake in Joſephus. 
.B | Aud 
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And it 1s farther to he obſerv'd thar, 

the placing of Sanba{l:t and Fad: ro 

? the Times of Alexander, is a main 
Ground of th'sperplexity among Chro- 
nologers, whereas had they rejeRed 
Foſephus's Authority in this, as they do 
in other matrers relating to the F e-ſran 
Mongchy, they would not have been 
put upon fuch 'difficulttes, as to allor 

tuch mighty Ages to particular Men. 
Caltiſtus ſays, That the 
Hiſtories on both ſodes (4. 6, 
the Account of Joſephus , 
and his own) are ſo mani 
felt, that whoever takers ei- 
thir of them it is neceſſary to 
aſſign either to Jeſhua aud 
Zerubbabe!, or ts N.-hemi- 
ah and Sanballat , an, Age 
of above 140 Tears. And 
this 1s true -enough , if 
Toſephus his Account be 
admirred, but if 1t be re- 
| }c&ted, then there would 
be no need cf making Men live ro ſuch 
prodigious Ages, to fill up the ſpaces. 

Ler-Jc be bur granted that 7oſepbrys 15 

out in his Account of Sanballat and 
FZaddus (as he is notoriouſly fn other 
matters relating to thoſe times ; ) and 

rhen the Times would be compured 

by more moderare and accountable 
'__ , _ Ages. And the Fewiſh Chronologers 
C1710:9- Go not only condemn Foſeph:a4 in other 
giz Divid qqarrers, bur in this very particular 
GanZ eal- hey atfirm, That the Temple on 
ra pe! VOIS gunt Gitizim was built long before 
a. the.Times of Alexander ; and that all 
P48: <"7* the time of Alexander, Simeon juſtus 
<4» was High Prieſt : Now Simeon juſtas 
5-* was the Son of Onias, and the Grand- 

ſoniof 7addiye 

And ( to lay no more) we have the 

Judgments of two very c. nſfiderable 
Authours, and who were nor art all 
concern'd in the preſent Controverſie, 

and which I ſeppoſe-was never before 

ſtarted. Our-excellent Lys 
diat, ſpeaking of Sanballat. 
faith, Either this was ane- 


Hiftorias in utraJue 
parte "aro munifſeits 
eſ/e, 1t Teeſe fot 8 
utraque ſertertid, als 
tetris horum | wel 
Teſux & Lorobabe- 
F, ve! Nchemiz & 
Sanballct', tartan @- 
ratem conredere, que 
major fit annis cen- 
tum © quadraginta: 


Ibid. p. 145» 


Nimirum aut hie 
alihs ſuit 4b (8 libee 


ther from him that was Fa- 
ther in Law to one of the 
Sons of Joiada, whom Ne- 
hemiah mentions , 07 ei/e 
Joſephus #s equally fx j? and 
contrary to himſelf, in deter- 
minirg the ge #1 which 
Sanballar i3vy'r, as be is in 
almoſt all the Chronology of 
the Perſian Monarchy. _ 

| Fobannes Temporarius 10 
his Chronology, | 3. p. 197» 
ſpeaking of this mater, 
(ays, That Jaddus and San- 
ballar, which are ſpoken of 
by Jolephus, either th y are 
diverſe from thoſe ment sonedby 


filiorum Jolade {i; 
Eliaſhib)Socero,cujs 
mem:nit Nehem.c, 
wlt.aut £q ue falſu, & 
fr54 ipſh contrariu tl 
Joſephus, #» dei 
endo Seculo Sanhal. 
leri,ac an pleraque x. 
lia Chronologt i, 3. 
narchie Perſice. D; 
Emendar, 1 emp, , 
6g, 
Jaddus &+ $1nh1. 
latus, quz in Hiltnii 
Joſephi recerſertiy, 
aut alit ſunt ab iis qu 
ab Ezra memorantsy, 


Ezra; or, which Irather ſuſe 
peti, they ave the moſt vain 
Fiflions of Joſephus bim- 
ſelf, concerning Jaddus ant 


vel,quod may 3s ſuſhi. 
Cor,vaniſſima ſunt hu 
ſephi Commenta 4/ 
Jaddo > Sanballaro, 


| Sanhballar, 


Bur beſides theſe Difficulties in Chros 


nology, there are ſeveral Inconfiſten. 


cies 1n the Story it ſelf, nored bySalian, 
ar that the Pheniciens and chaldeans, 
who followed Alexander, thought to 
have plundered the Ciry ; and how 
ſhouldhe have Chal4eans in his Army, 4” Muy 
when as yet he had not taken Babylon 37-* 
nor come near to Chaldea? Joſephus 
a lirtle afcer ſays, that the Jews be- 
ſonght Alexander, that he woald ſuf- 
fer the Zews who lived about Babylon, 
and Media to uſe their own Laws and 
Rices; and which he freely granted : 
Whereas at that time he had not con- 
quered Babylox nor Me .1a, nor ſo much 
as been at them, He tells us that the 
Army was aſtoniſhed to ſee Alexander 
worſhip Jadaus ; and Parmenio asked 
him how he that was ador'd: by all, 
ſhould himſelf now adore the” High 
Prieſt of the Jews; whereas at thar 
time Alexander never thought of being 
2do1'd, or did believe himſelf the Son 
of _7upitey, that Madneſs came upon 
him firſt in e£gypt, and which was. 
nor'til] a year after. 

And now does apy man think, that 

a Sto- 


Mar | 


22, 


| E-ex 


a Story,that Is thus clogg'd with ſo many * 


and thoſe inſuperable Difficulries, fic ro 
make an Argument of, or that any re. 
gular Inference, or Concluſion can be 
drawn frem thence in reference to 
our practices, eſpecially in a mitcer 
of ſuch mighty weighr and concern- 


ments, 


as that which is before us ? 


It is worth the while to obſerve the 


Qu Authoritate 
ofephi nituntur, #1! 
1hſtunt F undamento 
valdlelybrico & infire 
0. Er paulo poſt, 
wn circa hec tempo- 
{Joſephus #ta aber- 
t,quis tuto ipſous aſe 
"tions fidem prebere 
"weſt 2 Ibid. p. 148, 


'ry of thoſe times, 


account Caltiſius gives us 
of 7oſephus, and his Hiſto- 
They 
that reſt upon 'the Authority 
of Joſephus ſtan4 upon 4 
very ſlippery and weak Foun- 
dation. And farther adds, 
When Joſephus is ſo much 
out concerning theſe times, 
who can ſafely give Credit to 
what he aſſerts ? Now [this 
Story of Zaddus and Alrr- 


andey, and the aſſigning of Sanballat 
and Faddus to that time, ſtand purely 
upon the Authority of 7oſephus, and 
not only ſo, but in a manner contrary 
to much better Authority ; Bur kowe- 
ver, if thar Authority (in matters rela- 
ring to thoſe times) be nor ſufficient to 
be rely'd on, then it follows, that che 
Story of Faddus is not to be depended 
on ; and ſianding upon a Foundation 
lo ſlippery and infirm, is not of ſuffici- 
ent Authority to be drawn into an Ar- 
gumenr, And it is not only Calvifus, 
but all Chronologers give us the ſame 
Chara&er of Joſephus ; and his Errours 
and Miſiakes conceraing thoſe times 
are ſo many and groſs, as would make 
ary man , that ated upon Principles 
ot Sincerity, very fearful to uſe an Ex- 
ample taken our of him, in matcers of 


Practice ; 


for however Chronologers 


may diſpute, and whatever Arguments 
may be raiſed in matrers cf leſs mo- 
ment, yer when it comes to a ſpoter 
of Conſcience, Men that have a care of 
zeir Souls, wall hardly venture to a& 
$3: one ſingle Example, and rat al- 
ſo vouch'd bur by a hngle and ſuſpt- 
cious Authority. An Argumcnt from 


Example is at beft but a poor one 5 


| bur ir muſt be very poor indeed, when 


che Example ir (clf is doubtful. The 
Practice of the High Prielt in that cor- 
rupt >tace of the Jewiſh Church, will 
not ſignifie much to us. and no more 
in this than in their other Immorali- 
ties; and Zaddys becoming a Subj: & 
to Alexander, contrary to his Oath, Is 
no more a Pattern for us to follow, 
than Elzaſhib'sbuildinga Chamber in the 
Temple for Tobiab, is an Argument 
for us to a& contrary to_the expreſs 
Laws of God : but then it muſt needs 
ſignific much leſs, when that Pradtice 
wants ſufficient Clearneſs and Evt- 
dence to prove it, . 

It ir be ſaid here, That, whether the 
Story b! true or no, the Convocation ſeems 
to believe it, and bave inſerted part of zt 
z.to the Convocation-Book 5, and it is not. 
the matter of Fatt, but thiir Senſe we 
are enquirirg into: I ay (o too; butI 
lay likewiſe, That there Senſe is nor 
to be extended beyondrheir words , 
nor are they to be made Parties to 
any more of the Story than they have 
inſerted in their Book, 

They mention and thereby approve 
Taddus's Anſwer to 4!txander, tha the 
had (worn Allegiance to Dari: y and 
therefore could not violate his Oath 
ſolong asDarius lived, Andfrom thence 
we may concla le, that their Senſe it, 
That an Oath of Allegiance was bind- 
ing to a Prince, io long as he lived, 
and had not given up his Right, 0 
he was beaten in the Ficld, and fled 
before his | Enemies, | 

Burt for the other part of the ſiory 
of 7addus fubmitting. ro Alexanaer 
while Darius was living, the Convo- 
cation takes no Notice of it, nor do £ 
it any Where appear, that they 
chought Darzus was then living; 2nd 
therefore from hence nothing can be 
concluded as to their Senle, 

And I axk thoſe who from the {n- 
ſtance of Faddus urge Subanihen 10 2 
Pollcſlor of . ower, nutwnhitandiog an 

B 2 Qa h 


Nekt.r2 4: 


' Oathto a lawful King, who is alive, and 
inſifts upon his Right, Whether they 
argue from the Story; or from the Con. 
vocation Boob 2 If from the Story, it 1s 
falſe, or at lcaſt ſuſpitious. If from the 
Convocation Book, they fay nothing of 
ir. And if there be nothing in the 
Premiſles, there muſt be likewiſe no- 
thing in the Concluſion, Bur, 

2, 'Granr the Story true, 1t is not to 
the purpoſe it is urged for. Joſephs 
rells'us that God appeared to 744d in 
2 Dream, and warn'd him to ſubmit to 
Alexander, and to meet him in that 
Solemn manner he did. So that this 
is a Singular and exempr Cate, and falls 
within the circumſtances of 7ehy and 
4bud.' | 


If it be ſaid, That Prophecy at that 
time was departed from the Fewiſh Church, 
and therefore they could not have any Rt= 
velation. 


I avſwer, That Haggaz and Zacha- 
rias, and after them Malachi, prophe- 
fied inthe time of the ſecond Temple, 
and+it is generally coneluded for the 
ſpace of 40 Years. And after them the 
had an inferiour degree of Prophecy, 
which laſted for a long time, as the 
Bath Kyl. and probably ſome other 
ways, as by Dreams, ec. 

Ir was always thecuſtom in the Jew. 
iſh Church, in Caſes of great Extremi- 
ry and Emergency, to have recoufe to 
God for ſome expreſs Revelarion, what 
they ſhould do. And here 7ofephus tells 
us, were all the Preparations to it : 
They faſted and prayed, and the nexr 
night God appeared to Zaadus, (how - 
ever as we have the Story from 7oſephus, 
ſo we muſt take ir all from him, and 
he tells expreſly, that God appeared to 
him,) and ordered him fo to do, and 
God's appearing and Command ſtands 
upon the fame Authority with all the 
reſt of the Story, And then jt is 
wholly beſides the purpoſe ir is alled- 
ged for: For there is a wide difference 


.the other the laſt. 
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berween ating by common and ſtan - 
ding Rules, and by expreſs Revelation : 
and if -ctheſe Gentlemen will ſheiy us 
any expreſs Revelati of! for what they 
do, as 7a1d:s had, then they ſay ſome- 


thing ; but rill they can ſhew thar, this 
Example of Za4dye, if it were true, will 


do them no Service. 


IT now come to conſider the firſt 
Propoſition, which ( page 3. ) ſtands 
thus: That the Power of Kings was 
originally Patriarchal, derived from God, 
and not from the People, Burt when the 
Authour comes to repeat ir, (p. 6.) i c 
makes another thing of it: That G9- 
ernment in general, whether Monarchy, 
or any other form, derives its Authority 
from God, the Authour af Natare, and 
conſequently of human Scciety, and mot 
from the People, (though their Conſent 
be ordinarily neceſſary to the Conſtitution 
both of the Form of Government, .and 
the Perſons governing, . &c.) Now whe- 
ther the Authour, who undertakes to 
demonſtrate chings out of the Convoca- 
tion Book that never were there, w.[l 
alſo undertake to demonſtrate, that 
theſe two are one and rhe ſame Pro- 
poſition, But for my part, Tam diſ- 
appointed : For finding the firſt Pro- 
potition twice menrioned,I thought (to 
fave the Readers pains and my own,and 
to prevent needleſs repe*irjon)) to have 
conftdered the ſame Propofition in 
both places at once. But F am miſtaken: 
For though the Authour calls tem 
borh rhe firſt Propoſition, they are no 
more like one another, than a App'e 
is like an Oyſter; and jt would have 
been more to the purpoſe, 'to have cal- 
led the one the firſt Propoſition, and 


And as to the firſt of the firſt Pro- 
poſitions, I have only this now to ob- 
ſerve: That the Authour by his Ex- 
poſition of it hath expounded away the 
<enſe of the Convocation, as he 
ways does : For ſaith he pag 3.) Thoxgb 
Kings are or onght to be bound up, and 

limited 


linited i. the exttrciſe of their Power by 
Laws. By what Lawsf pr:y2 And who 
ought ro bind rhem up? Why could not 
this be expreſſed in the words of the 
Convocation, and which the Aurhor re- 
fers to, Ch, 1'2 which are theſe: 1t zs 
marrfeft in the Scriptures, that the Kings 
in the old Teſtament were as ſtriftly bound 
to the obſervation of God's Laws in their 
Government, as Moſes, &c. 

And ir ſounds a little harſh toſay 
that God ought to bind them up. and 
limit them, and by the Aurchour*'s dis- 
janRive are or ought to be bound up. Tr 
is ptain he means whar the Convocati- 
on does nor, for all Princes,wherier ab- 
ſolure or not, are already,and ever were 
ſtrictly bound to the obſervation of Gods 
Laws in their Government, He is-thcir 
ſuperfour, and to htm oriely rhey are ac- 
countable; bur their Power being deri- 
ved from God,and nor from the People 
ti1ey are not accountable to them for a- 
ny cxercife © of thac Power, whether 
they exerciſe ir juſtly or unjuſtly And 
this is the ſenſe of the Convocarion; 
and this if the Aurhour had pleas'd, he 
might have deduc'd from his Propoſitt- 
on, and much more naturally, than by 
troubling his Readers with ap impertt- 


nent Rant about Abfolureneſ:,and the 


Concetts of- it. 


I am at Jength come to that which 
the Authour ſays is the Groundwork 'f the 
whole Diſcowſe. And thar is the lajt of 
his firft Propofiions. And here] will 
not much trouble m y ſel? with the Re- 
pugnances and Diſzgreements b: tween 
this and his firft Propoſtion,which no-- 
withſtanding he calls the ſame. He tells 
us here that Government in general ( and 
that 1 any ſnre is not Patriarchal ; for 
rhat is a particular kind of it) whether 
Monarchy, ory any othtr form, (and that 
alſo is not 1'atriarchal, nor originally 
Parriarchal, bur a Corruption of ir, 

and deviation from it, derines its Ale 
thority from Go, tha Authour of Na- 
ture, and. conſtquently of bumn Socitty. 


(-23 3 


What the Authour means by theſ* [aſt 
words I c-nnat tell; they are no: in 
the Convocation, and I ſuſpe& he hath 
ſome bad meaning in them. They 
ſeem to intimare as if God was the Au- 
rhour of Government no otherwiſe than 
as he 1s the Aurhour of Nature, /[ ſup- 
poſe he me2 ns human Nature.) And 
having made Mankind. of a ſociable Na- 
rure, by that they were diretted to So- 
ciety, and from that ro Government, 
For he fays God the 'Authour of N- 
ture, and conſtquently, ( 1. e.) conle- 
quenrial ro that Nature of Humane So- 
cjiery, And if chis be'his meaning, it 
is nor only a perfe& contradi&ion to 
the whole Stream of the Convocation 
Book, butro his own firſt Propofiion, 
which rells us, That Government was 
origitally Patriarchal, Tt follows in 
the Authour, 14 not from the Prople, 
{though their Conſent be ordinaraly neceſſary 
to the conſtitution, both of the Form of Go- 
wernment, and the Perſons governing.) 
Now we muſt remember again, thar 
the Authoor ſays, be hath extratied theſe 
Propoſtions ant of the Convacation Book, - 
Sutc he hath got a Convocation Brcok of 
his own,” which no Body ever ſaw bur 
hing{elf; for all the Books We have de- 
livef@he clean contrary almoſt fn every 
Page. If the Authour thinks the Peoples 
Conſent ordinarily neceſſary to the Con- 
fiiructon both of the Form and Perſons, 
ic is plaſn the Convcoation never 
thought ſo, but the contrary. And if he 
pleaſe he may difpure the Point againſt 
them. Yut he muft not jmpoſe upon us, 
and make us believe that he demon. 
ſtrates curof the Convocation, when he 
delivers things moſt contrary ro whar 
they do. | 
Well, ar laſt however, through all 
the Authours Shuffiings and Intermix- 
ings, we are got to this Point, ' That 
Government derives its Pow.y from God, 
and not from the People, And what I 
pray does this Demonſtrare ? A Man 
would imagine that this demonſtrated, 
That Kings held'only of God, Thar the 
| | People 
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People of .afl forts and Ranks had no- 


thing to do with the Government, nor 
could call Kings tro account for their 
Adminiftratious. And (o indeed the 
Convccation concludes, but the Au- 
thour had no mind to meddle with thar. 
Bur forſooth from the Right Reverend 
the” Authour he obſerves Three things. 
And is not this an admirable way of 
giving the Senſe of an Authour to put 
ſom? othis words into Propofitions,and 
rhento give us the ſenſe of thoſe Propo- 
tions, por from the places where they 
ate mentioned, nor from the Inferen- 
ces or Concluſions the Authour him- 
felf draws from them, but by Obſer- 


ving ſomething,and char differing from . 


the Authour's Senſe in ſome other parts 
of his Book, Art this rate a Man may ex- 
tract Chalk from Cheeſe, or any thing 
out of avy thing. Well, but what 1s 
ir that this Authour obſerves, 
He obſerves 
Toat all Kingdoms are now ( what 
was more peculiarly appropriated te the 
Jewiſh Nation) in thur firſt Conſtitution 
in ſome [mt Theocracies. Now the 
Authour may obſerve this,yif he pleaſe ; 
but to ſay that he obſerves this from 
the Right Keverend the Authour, is like 


ail, the reſt; for the Right Reverend the. 


Authouy oblerves no ſuch thing art all, 
This Aurhour obſerves, .That zow all 
Kingdoms are ina ſort Theocraczes: but 
the Convocation obſerves thar God go- 
vert'd the World by the Miniſtry of 


_ Civil Magiſtrates al[ways,and no more 


now. than hererofore, even before the 
TFiwiſh conſtitution, This Authour ob- 
ſerves that all Kingdoms are 1n a ſort 
Thencracies, 

Bur ti1s-is his own peculiar obſervati- 
on, and I doubt he will find it hard 
ro obſerve this not only from the Right 
Revezend Author, bur even from auy 
other, for by r! at the Convocation and 
all Men elſe hitherio have underſtood, 
God's gaverning the Jews in a pecul!. 


.ar manner, immediarely by himſelf, 


and dillin& from other Nations, And 


does not the Authour ſay, 7t was move 
peculiarly oh ng to tle Jewiſh 
Nation. And how will he reconcile 
that to all Nations? But-we live in an 
Age where all our old Standards are 
thrown dovn, and nevwy ones raiſed in 
their Room; we have had a new No- 
tion of Allegiance, a new Notion of 
Succeſſion, and a new Notlon of Right 
and Wrong, and now our Authour 
gives-us a new Notion of Theocracy, 
by which he means God's permiſſive 
Providence; and*any Man . that God 

ermits ro get the Poſſeſſion of Power 
n other Kingdoms, he has as good 
a Title co the Pcoples Allegiance, as if 
he had been ( among the Jews )) ex- 
preſly conſlitured a Ruler and Gover- 
nour by God himſelf, and as particu- 


larly named, as Moſes, 7oſua,or any of P. 83, 


the Judges. For having cited out of 
the Convocation, Thar God being 
the Lord of the Wor!d,y and in the 
Government of jr, uſech the Miniſtry 
of Civil Magiſtrates, as well in other 
Countries as among his own peculfac 
People 1/raz/. And that he holds him- 
ſelf the Helm of every. Kingdom, aod' 
uſe:h their Services in ſuch ſorr, as ro 
Excerciſe his own juſt Judgments, Will 
and good Pleaſure. 

Now {ſaith the Authour ) This the 
aoes by reſerving to his Psovidence the Pre- 
rogative of Deſignation of the Perſan whom 
he intends for bis "icegerent. Now by this 
the Author dces-nor mean Providence 
proceeding according to Legal Right and 
Juſtice; or 1f he does, it is not to his pur 
poſe; and yer all this may be done, and 
nota Tirtle of any Man's fingle Right 
violared. Eur Providencepermitiing tke 
Poſſeſſion of Power, contrary to all 
Law and Right among Men; and to 


make fuch a Providence the Foundati- 


on of Obedlence, and which is more, 
of transferring Allegiance, notwith- 
ſtanding che moſt ſacred Engagements 
ro the contrary, is a moſt abſurd and 
ungodly Dottrioe, as will appear pre- 
lcnily, | 

In 
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In the mean time, the Authour is 
very unfortunate in proving his P:in- 
ciples. For to prove that Providence 
deſigns the Perſon of the: Sovereign 
#n other Kingdoms (as well as in Judah,) 
he inſtances the diſappointment of 
Adonijah, Solomon's Elder Brother ; as 
if de did not know that this was done 


in the Kizgdom of Tr4e!, and that $9- . 


lomon was deſigned King in the Room 
of David nor by Providerce, but by 
God's expreſs Nomination. 

Well, for all that ch goes our Av. 
thour, and proves it: from another In. 
ſtance in! the Kingdom of 7/-as/, and 
by God's expre# appointrhent; as the 
Caſe of Rehobaam, and 7eroboam, and 
the rending of tte Ten Tribes. And 


not content With theſe, he tells us far-- 


ther, T bat the Hiſtory of the Kings of If 
rael a»p!y Teſiifre,how God had extingyi- 
ſhed the Lint- Royal, and advanced to the 
Crown ſuch as ha4 no velation toit. And 
are not theſe now pure Proofs of a 7heo- 
cracy in other Kingdoms ? And that God 
by his Providence. deſigns the Perſons 
of his Vicegerents in other Nations as 
well as 1/rae!; ſor that was the Authour's 
firſt Obſervation? Wel',it may be he 
might obſerve it in other Kingdoms, bur 
he hath only prov'd it in the Kingdom 
of 7udah. But I muſt nor let his inſtance 


of Rehoboam' paſs,to which the Authour © 


thus (delivers : | 
God ſometimes, for the only deſigned 
uſurpation of a Prince, whoſe Title, and 
that in an Hereditary Kingdom, was al- 
together indiſputable, does deprive him 
of the Government in part or whole, and 


will not allow bim ſo much as to endea- 
vour the regaining it, which was the Caſt * 


Rehoboam. There are two things de- 
erve RefleQion > The one is that Kebo- 
b0am's nor reganing the TenTribes was 
expreſly- forbidden by God, and 
ſo nothing to our Authour's pur- 
poſe. Burt had he not had that expreſs 
Prohibition, might he not then have 
endeavoured to regain them, notwith- 
ſtanding any Providential Permiſſion of 
fero6b0oam's poſletiivg himſelf of them 2 


This is the Caſe, and I think neither | 
the Authour nor any body elſe wil] de-, 


ny but he miglit. - And then it follos s 


thar the permiſſion of Providence 15 / 


no Rule for Acquieſcence or Submitlion 
to thoſe Perſons whom Providence 
permirs to poſſeſs themſelves of Power. 

The ot! er is a foul prevarication of 
Scripture, The Authour'fays, that 
God deprived X&thobean of his Govern- 


menr for his ozly defered uſwpation. Comp:re 
; Whereas the Scripruce js as expreſs as 1. Riv. 12 


can be, that jr was for the 'dolatry of 15 anc 


his Father Solomon, 
leſs wonder that he prevaricates with 
the Convocation, that can make thus 
bold with the Scripture ir ſelf. | 

From the whole Obſervation the 
Authour fays, AU that I will note hence 
zs, that the Line of Deſcent in an Httt- 
aitary Kingdom may be interrupitd, 
and yet the Law of Succeſſion not ci0- 
lated, Not violated? That is one cf 
the firangeft things in the World; not 
violated fn the Caſe of 7eroboam? nor 
violated when the Authour ſays, ſuch 
were advancedto the Crown who had 
no Relation to it? Perhaps the Authour 
may ſay, it cannot properly be ſaid, 
That God by ſo doing, did violate the 
Law of Succeſſion. But he may ob- 
ſerve that the reaſon of that is, becauſe 
God Is above the Law, and not ty'd 
to obſerve it, and ſo he does not vio- 
late, what he has no Obligation to o!>< 
ſerye. In the mean while the Law is nor 
kepr, and no Man can ſay that the 
Law of Succeſſion was obſerv'd, when 
FZeroboam, or others, that had no Re!a- 
tlon to the Regal Line were advanc'd 
to the Crown: And all thatT ſhall vote 
hence is, That the Authour extrats 
Notes, with as little Fairneſs, as dc docs 
Propoſitions. 

His ſecond Remark is, That a Sove- 
reign may be aiveſted of his Power which 
her eceived from God, and declins into 
the inſeriour Condition of a Subjetl, Ve- 
ry well: But the Queltjon is how this 
may bee And the Conyocaticn tells us, 
wo Ways; — When 
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When God expreſly nominates and 
Fppoints another Perſon to be King, as 
in the caſe of Zehu and 4h4d. Or by the 
Submiffion and Acknowledgment of 
thoſc in whom the Right was, as in the 
Caſe of Ariſtobylus and his Sons. Theſe 
are all the Convocation mentions, and 
to do the Authour Right, theſe are all 
that he extras outof them in this Ob- 
ſeryation. And let the Aurhour rake 
which he pleaſe, or both of chem, and 
make his beſt of them. , _ ; 

2. His third Remark Is, That when 
a Prince is thus diveſted of his Power 
from God, and enother advancd to his 
Throne, our Legal Allegiance may juſtly 
be Claimed by the Poſſeſſour, 

Now let us conne@ the ſecond Re. 
mark with this,and they run thus : 
That a Sovereign. may bediveſted of his 
Tower, and decline into the inferiour 
condition of a SubjeR. And when he 
isthys dtveſted,(. e.) when he declines 
into! the inferiour condition of a Sub- 
je&, why then I know norhing co the 
concrary , but Allegiance may be 
transferred ro the Prince whoſe Sub- 
je& he is. And if the Authour pleaſe 
ro demonſtrate, that one in the world 
is a <ubje&, or a <ubjcR in the preſent 
Government, he may ſave himſelf the 
labour of any other Demonſtration : 


. Bur till he does that, all his Demonſtra- 


tions are beſide the Cuſhion, For tho 
he produces the Convocation with a 
great deal of Confidence, we ſhall find 
upon examining it, that it will by no 
means ſerve his turn, nor in the leaſt 
prove what he deſigns by ir, nor any 
way countenance ſuch Submiſſion as 
the Authour pleads for. 

The mighty Place is this,Ch.28.p, 57. 
The Convocation, taking notice of the 
variation of Governments in theWorld, 
hath theſe words. & And when having 
<« attain'd their ungodly defires,(whe- 
© ther Ambitious Kings, by bringing 
<« any Country into their Subje&ion ;or 
& difloyal Subje&s, by their Rebellious 
<« Riſing agaivſt their natural Soyc- 


<« reign,) they have eſtabliſh'd any of 
« the (aid degenerate Forms of Goviarn- 
« mext amonglt their People ; the 
<* Authority eirher {o unjuſtly gorren, 
** or wrung by force from the true and 
<« lawful Poſſeſſour being always God's 
* Authority, (and therefore receiving 
«no Impeachment by the wickedneſs 
« of thoſe who lave it,) is ever (when 


©« any ſuch Alterations are throughly 


<« ſetled) to be reverenced and obcy- 
«ed, and the People of all forts, as 
&« well of the Clergy, as of the Laity, are 
{« to be: ſubje& unco 1c, not only for 

© fear, but alſo for Conſcience ſake. 
Upon which the Author ſalh, 41! 
that can be moved bereupon is, when a Go- 
wvernment may be ſaid 10 be (ttled, If rhe 
Author pleaſeth he may pur It into the 
words of the Convocation, and that is 
(more than mere ſectled )throughly ſetied. 
And to reſolve that Queſtion our Au- 
thour adds, . 41d with [abmiſſion IT can't 
but conceize, that the Government is ſct- 
tled when the Crown, with all its Dig- 
nitits, Prerogatives, Adminiſtrations , 
Authoritzes, Revenuts, &C. are generally 
repognid, and perſonally enjoy d ; which 
muſt be ſuppoſed to be, mhen all Places of 
Power and Truſt, of Royalty and 1»por- 
tance, are in the Sovereign's hands, and 
wholly at his diſpoſal, Now I zsk the 
Authour, whether the Government of 
Limerick be a Place of Power, Truſt, 
and Importance ? If it be,othen the Au- 
thour's Notion of a Settlement ( if ic 
were true) will do him no ſervice, nor 
can he prove we ought to ſubmir. For 
as yet all Places of Power, Truſt, and 
Importance,are not in his hands, nor at 
his diſpoſal and confequently the Go- 
vernment is not throughty ſetied, accor- 
ding to.the Author's own Account of 
ſuch a ſettlement, If it be ſaid that place 
is in JTreland, and England is a King- 
dom entire of irſclf , then what bc- 
comes of the poor 17;/h men ? 1 doubt 
they mnſt be Rebels for. all our Au- 
thour's Demonſtration ; and then alſo, 
what can be ſald tojuſtifie a War there, 
and 
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avd excuſe the Army's fighting againſt 
a Prince- who hath both Right and Au- 
thoricy, If it be ſaid Ireland is a branch 
of the Crown of England, anncx'd to it, 
and dependent of it; then I fay that 
the Crown with all its Dignities, Authori- 
tits, Revenuts, 8c art not perſonally en- 
Joy'd, and then according to eur Au- 
thour the Government is nor ſettled 
and ſo he has made a fair Demonſtration. 
He demonſtrates, we onght co ſubmit, 
when the Government 1s ſctled, and 
then he Demonſtrares the Government 
ſs nor ſettled, and ſo we ought not to 
ſubmir, Well ; however ler us for once 
ſuppoſe that the Crown and all its 
Dignities, ec. (I ſuppoſe the Authour 
excepts a Right Title) are recogniz'd 
and enjoy'd, What then $ Why then, 
with ſubmiſſio, the Authour cannot but 
conceive the Government is ſettled. Now 
we muſt remember that the Authour 
rells-us , that in his Book, Obedience 
and Submiſſion to the Preſent Govern- 
ment is demonſtrated from the Conyoca- 
tion; and It is to be noted likewiſe, 
Thacthis is all he offers us for Demonſtra- 
tion our of that book, and is his cannot 
but conceive to Demonſirate, I hope the 
Author. does nor think all his Concezts 
Demonſtrations, how ſtrongly ſoever he 
may be poſſeſs'd with them. Well, jr 
muſt be own'd, how bold ſoever the Au- 
thour is in his Afſertionghe is very mo- 
deſt in his Proofs: Ir is in the Title, 

high aod-lofry Demonſtrate, but in the 

Proof very humble and meek, he cax't 

but canceive,and thatalſowith Submiſſion. 
* 'Bur whatſoever the Authour may 
conceive, it is plain the Convocation 
does not conceive that the enjoyment 
of the Crown with all its Dignities, &c. 

is that-thorough Settlement to which 1s 
due Submiſfion and Obedience, as to 
God's Authority 3 as In the Caſe before 

mentioned of 7oaſh and Athaliab. A- 

thaliah perſonally enjoy'd the Crown with 
all its Dignities, &c. And all Placts of 
Power, Truſt, 8c, wert in ber hands, and 


at her diſpoſal; and this alſo for no lefs 
a time chan fix years, and in as full 
and ample a manner,as any Uſurper,or 
any Rightful King ever enjoy'd them : 
Bf for all that the Convocation is ſo 
far from urging obedience to her, as 
to God's Authority, that they expreſly 
juſtific che Reliſting, nay, the Slaying 
her. And this is a clear Demonſtration, 
that by a thorough Settlement the Con- 
vocation docs not mean a full Poſleſ- 
ſion of Power merely: For they ſay that 
when a Government is throughly ſetled, 
it ought to be obeyed, as God's Aucho- 
rity, not only for Fear, bur for Con- 
ſcieace ſake. But they ſayalſo,that whea 
Athaliah was fully poſlefled of the 
Throne, ſhe ought not to be obeyed, 
bur to be reſiſted and ſlain. And the 
Conclulfion from theſe Premiſles is, 
that to be fully poſſeſſed of cheThrone, 
is not of ir ſelf to be fo thoroughly ſet- 
led as to make jt God's Authoricy, and 
Obedience to become a Duty, So that 
whateyer the Convoeation may mean 
by thorough ſetled, it is plain they do not 
mean by it what our Authour does; and 
I think there is no difficulty at all, (if 
Men will look wichour prejudice,) 10 
underſtanding what they do mean byir. 

There are but two ways to under- 
ſtand the ſenſe of any Authour ; the 
natural and uſual Conftru&ion of the 
words they expreſs themſelves by, and 
if there be any obſcurity or doubt in the 
meaning of ſome Expreſſions, to in- 
rerpret them by other Expreſſions and 
Aſſercions in the ſame Authour. Lec 
us try theſe In the Controverſie be- 
fore us, 


.The wordvin Controverſie are 7ho- 
roughly ſetled. And the Queſtion is , 
what 1s uſually underſtood by them ? 

I am pretty confident, .That bare 
Poſſeſſion, ler it be never ſo full as to 
the Extent, was never mean by them 
with reſpe& to Civil! Poſſeſons, (and 
that is the Caſe.) Settlement is a Term 

C very 
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very vfuil and common in our Law, 
and moſt Men underſtand the fenſe 
of ir, and expreſs themſelves by it ac. 
cordingly. It denotes theſe two thingy : 


1. The Lepalicy of a thing, its be- 
log according to Law. Settlement and 


. Eſtabliſhment are ſynonomous 3 an IHe- 


gal Scrtlement is no- Seirlement ; and 
nothing in a Government can be ſaid 
to be ſettled, bur whar ſtands upon the 
t cundation of Law. This is the Baſes 
of all Settlements in a Conftirurion, 
and withour-this *<is a Caftte in the Air, 
a Buildlng withour a Found:tion, and 
facha'Sertlemenr as never was heardof. 


2. Ir denotes 4 quiet and peaceable 
Poſk ffien, without Diſturbance from 
other. Claims or Prexenders. A Man 
can never be ſaid to be ſetled In an E- 
ſtate, who hath only an ſwwped Poſ- 
ſelon of it and when there zre other 
aud better Claims and Titles on foot 


againſt him, and by virtue of which- 


he may be cje&ted the next Afﬀiſes. 
And to fay a Man is ſetled in the Poſ- 
ſefſiop, when the right Owner is aQu- 
ally at Law with him for ir, or declares 
that he will be fo, ſo ſoon as ke has 
op iry, or Mony to manage the 
Suite, is very ſtrange, if any ching 1n 
this Age can be ftrange, 

If our Anceſtors ſhould riſe up a- 
mongft us, and we ft;ould expreſs our 
ſelves ro. them in the moſt obvious 
Terms of Allegiance, Suece[Bon, Settle= 
went; they would no more underftand 
our meaning, than If we ralked ro them 
in the Language of the Indies. We have 
a Metaphyſical Allegiance, and to ſuit 
that we muſt now have a Philoſophical 


Settlement; as if a Man was fettled in 


Civil Pofſeſfions juſt as he is ſertled in 
his Sear, or an Horſe-back : If he can 
bur get his Feet in the Stirraps,and the 
Reins fn his Hands he is ſet:led in the 


Saddfte. Burt furely there is fomewhart * 


more to fertle a Man in the Pofteſſion 


of any Eſttte, and much more of the 
greareſt Civil Poſſeſſion, Ar this rare, 
if a man can but get Into the Manour- 
Houſe, and perſwade the Servants and 
Tenents to atturn ro him, he is as 
firmly ferled in the Poffeffion of it, 
as if he had purchaſed ir with his 
Mony, or it had deſcended ro him by 
a thouſand. Generations. Bur 
there is no end of Abſurdicics. 
There is one word more to be confi- 

dered, and that is throughly (throughly 
ſetled,) And the Convocation is very 
exa@ and preciſe, and hayc uſed that 
word both in the Chaprer, and alſo re- 
peated it in the Canon, laying a great 
ftrefs upon ir, and as if the whole de- 
termination of the buſineſs depended 
on hr ; and certainly they meant ſfome- 
thing by it. Now what ts the import 
of throughly, bur perfectly, to all in- 
tenrs and purpoſes, The Latines cx- 
prefs it omnino, omni ex parte; @ Go- 
vernment that is altogether, upon all ace 
coapts ſttled, Pur theſe rogether, $et- 
tlement always reſpe&s Right, and a 
peaceable Poſſeſſion of that Right , 
without any betrer Claims or Preten- 
ders; and 4 thorough Settlement is the 
utmoft of that * and char is whey ſuch 


.a Right ix enjoy'd plaſnly, evidently, 
-withour any Contradiion or Objc- 


gion. 
This is the plain m of "the. 
Words, and therefore the plain mean- 


ing of the Convocation : Bur if there 
were any obſcuriry in them, it will 
appear by conſulting the Contexe, and 
other places, that that was their mean- 
ing, and no other ; and thar is the 0- 
ther way of underſtanding the ſenſe 


_ of an Aurhour. 


I have already canſider*'d the Inſtance 
of Athaliab, which is as full and dirc& 
againſt the Auchor as any thing can' 
be, and can never be evaded, but by 
charging the Convocation with being 
as Inconfiderate, and as full of Contra- 
ditions as himſelf: Bur for the box 
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ther clearing this Point there is one 
thing more to be obſerved from that 
Iaftance, and that is the Reaſon they 
give, why Athaliqah was a Tyrannical 
#ſurper, and upon what account they 
jaſtifie the Prececdings of 7ehorada 
and the People againſt her ; and thar 
is, Joaſh, their late King's Son being thin 
thezr only natural Lord and Sovereign, 
and which ia che Canon they expreſs 
thus, the right Altir of that Kingdom be- 
ing then «live; plainly incimating, 
That if the right Heir had not been 
alive, Atbaliahb, (by what ill means ſo- 
ever ſhe artain'd ir,) having got Poſ- 
ſeſſjon of rhe Kingdom, would by that 


have had « Right co the Gaverament :_ 


- For « Poſſeſlory Right is omeching, 
and where chere is no betrer, that 
ought to ic. And the Concluſion 
from hence is this : That any Perſona 
(by what means {ocver) gaining che 
Poſſeſſion of the Throne, if there be no 
berter Claims againſt him, theo he hath 
a Right co-itz and then, and nor cill 
then, he is throvghly ſetled. Ir is agreed 
on all hands, That. a Right to@ a Go- 
verament may be acquired, by the 
death or ceſſion of the Perſons ia whom 
the Right was : Aud this 1s the Caſe. 
in this the Convocarion 
memions (c variarions of Govern. 
ment, # to the Forms, Ariſtocracy, 


and 3 and as to the ambi- 
rtious 'encroaching of Kings upon their 
Neighbours, and particularly the four 


\ Monerchies, and the King of on 
upon the Jews: AY which reſpeRtive 
Goveraments, though were be- 
gun by Rebellion, Ambirion, and un- 
lawful means, | the Conyoca- 
tion condemns, ) yet afcerwards they 
became lawful þ-Eiyge m2 ond 

uch a rro the reſpeRive Govern- 
— yn did poſſeſs. And I defie 
the Authour, or any Manelſe, ro ſhew 
me onefingle Ioſtance (either in this 
Chapter, or any where in the whole 
Book,) of any Goyerameat, Thar the 


Convecation requires or juſtifies Alle- 
giance to be paid tk, bar what Had 
firſt acquired ſuch a Right. And if 
they cannot, as I am pretty well aſſu. 
red they cannot, why d»> chey make 
ſuch a Pother abour ewo words, and 
dilingenuouſly and anworthily incer- 
pret chem, both comrary to their com. 
mon and uſual meaning, and contrary 
tothe whole DoReine, and cvery Ia- 
ſtance in the whole Book. 

This was the Caſe of the B2bylon: on, 
Perſian, Macedomien, and Roman Go- 
vernments over the Jews 3 but this was 
not che Caſe of Athalszth and Antiorius 
Epiphanes; and therefore the Convo- 
cation requires San miſſion to thoſe, bur 
juſtifies rhe Reſiſtance of theſe. | 

This P.opoſicion in the Convocation 
is univerſal, That whatever Goutr ment 
3s Tthroughly ſatled, ought to bt obeyed. 
Andif ic appears in all and every one 
of the Inſtances they give of Govera- 
ment, to which they ſay Obedience ts 
duc, that theſe Governments had fach 
a Right; and ifir appears likewiſe,chat 
in every one of theſe Inſtances they give 
of Govern where' chere was got 
ſuch a Right, (tho never fo full Poſſeſſhon 
of Power, ) chac chey may be reſiſted : 
Then tc plainly follows, thares by be- 
ing thr0ughly fetled, they do not mean 
bare Poſlefſion of Power, (tho ir be 
never ſo full,) ſo by it they do mean 
and can mean no eNMe than the 
Acquaifition of ſuch a Right, And this 
I rake to be fair Reaſoning, for ever 
Authour is the beſt laterprerer of 
own ſcnſe. And when che Convocetion 
gives us a general Rule about Ovedi- 
ence io Government; what berter way 
is there tw underſtand their meaning, 
than ro apply our ſelves to their par- 
ticular Iaſtances,( which in all Caſes ex- 
plain and prove general Rules?) And if 
they give us Inſtances of forme Govern- 
mencs, where wis Poſſethon and no 
Right, and juſtifie che. Refiſtance of 
ſuch Governmen's, #ad tf chey give us 
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Inſtances of other Gvernmer's where 

was both Poſſetfion and Right, and ſay 

they ought ro be Obveyed : [c is plain 

rhe difference only lies berween Right 

and no Rzght; and they mean where 
rhere is Poſſeffion of Government and 
no Right, it i3 not thoroughly ſerled, and 
may be reſiſted; and where is Poſle(- 
fion and Right ir is thoroughly ſerled, 
and ought to be obeyed. And let thoſe 
Gentlemen whotalk ſo much of a ple- 
nary Poſſeſson without Right ery if they 
can find any one Inſtance in the whole 
Convocation Book, that will run paral- 
lel with the Do&rines they reach, and 
the Interpretations they make. For my 
part I know but two, ( Athalz4h and An- 
tiochxs,) and both which the Convocs- 
tion condemns; all the reft {and which 
the Convegation approves)- they had 
acquired a Right to the reſpeRive Go- 
vernments. Andit is an unaccountable 
Mcrhod of Interpretation to pick out 
two words from a Book, and pur 2 
Senſe on them dire&ly contrary to all 
Jnſtances in that Book. 


But that this and no other is their 
meaning of a Government being tho- 
roughly ſetled is farther evident from rhe 
Proof the Convocation brings of this 
PoRrine in this Chapter: For after 
that they had aflerred that a Govern- 
ment, {by what ill means ſoever at- 
rain'd,) afcer it is thoroughly ſetled ought 
to be obey'd. ' Fer the Proof and Con- 
firmarion of rhis Aﬀertion chey imme- 
diarcly menrion the J7ſraelites not Re- 
belling againſt che Kings of Egypt, rho 
oppreſſed, e&&c. and the Jews, when in 
Subje&ion to the Kings of Bab1lov, are 
condemn'd - the phi Feremy for 
rebelling againſt chem by the Inſtiga- 
tion of falſe Prophets, &c. Now I ſup- 
poſe no Man will deny but the Convo- 
cation produc'd thoſe as a full and di- 


\ re& Proof of their Aﬀertions (for ry 
n is 


add noother,) and the connexio 
this: A Government, though obtain'd 
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by ill means, whett throughly ſetled,1 
to begyeyed ;, for that the 1ſraelites 0- 
bey'd the Kings of Egypt, and the Jews 
in Captiviry did the ſame to the Kings 
of B1byloz. And then we have a clear 
account what they men by a Govern- 
ment throughly ſetled, 3. e. ſuch a Go- 
vernment as was the Egyptian over the 
Iſraelites, the Babylonian over the Jews: 
And each of theſe had an undoubred- 
Righr co their reſpeRive Governments. 
Such a Right I mean as that we are now 


ſpeaking Death, Ceilian or Pre- 
ſcription ; And then ic necefſarily fol- 
lows, thapthey mean a Government is 


then only throughly ſitled when ſuch a 
Right is acquired, otherwiſe theſe 1n- 
ſtances, (which the Convocation brifigs 
to prove and Huſtrate it) Inſtead of 
confirmiug deſtroys their main Aﬀer. 
tion, and fr would ſtand rhus : In the 
Aſertion ir would be Poſſeſſion without 
Right is God's Authority, and oughe to 
be obeyed ; bur in the proof Poſſeſſion 
with Right is God's Authority, and 
oughr to be obeyed. 

The Sum of this Matter is this : There 
are ſcveral ways of attaining a Right 
ro a Government, beſides Lineal De- 
ſcenr, as by the Death or Submiſſion of 
choſe in whom rhe Right was joyned 
with the Conſent and Submiſſion of the 
People; and alſo a long undifturbed 
Poſlefſion, called Preſcription, Now 
all Mankind are agreed, That a Right 
ro a Government by theſe ways, may 
be attained ; and tho the ways that are 
uſed to atrain that Righr, are always 
unjuſt, (as the Convocation ſays by Am- 
bition, Rebellion, &c.) Yer when 
that Right is attained, theſe Govern- 
ments reſpe&ively are then lawful Go- 
vernment+, and ought to be obeyed. 
Upon this- Foot moſt, if not all the 
Governments in the World do now 
ſtand, and the Convocation Book (as 
the Title expreſſes) concerns the Go- 
vernment of rheKingdoms of the whole 


World, And agrecably to that they 


were 
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were obliged to Diſcourſe of all the 
Rights of Government, which they do 
_ under two Heads or Claſſes. Such 
Rights of Government as are attained 
by juſt ways; and ſuch Rights as ate 
attained by unjuſt ways: And having 
before ſpoken of thoſe Rights that are 


juſtly acrained, as by God's expreſs 


Nomination and Lincal Deſcent, they 
now in this Chapter come to diſcourſe 
of thoſe Rights which are attained by 
unjuſt ways, as by Rebsllion of-Sub- 
jets, Ambicion, and Greedineſs of. 
Encroaching Ki Buc leſt ir ſhould 
be thought that the wicked ways of at- 
raining this Right was a prejudice to 
rhe Righrc ir (elf, and People from 
—thence ſhould rake occalion to Rebel 
and diſturb all the Gavernours of che. 
World, becauſe they could not ſhew 
an expreſs Order from God, or de- 
rive the Pedigree of their Government 
from Adam to Noah; to prevent the 
rerrible Confuſions that ſuch a Notion 
would make inthe World, they ſay 
_ that the wicked ways of arraining ir, 
or the wickedneſs of the Perſons that 
hare ic, is no Impeachment” of the 
Right ir ſelf, but when it is artain- 
ed, it is God's Auchoricy, and ought 
to be obcyed, as the 1ſrazlites obcy- 
cd. Pharaoh, and as the Zews obeyed 
Nebuch adntz2 ar. | , 
+ This bs the plain and obvious ſenſe 
. of this Chapter, . this che nature of 
che Thing, this. their Method led 
them-.ro, and this is agreeable to all 
the Inftances they give us of Go- 
vernment, and this-is ſuitable to all 
the No&rines which they teach a- 
bour ir, 

Now therefore I ſhall further ſhew 
the Abſurdity of this Author's Iarer- 
preration in. the three following Pare 
ticulars ? 


T. It is inconfiſt:nt with the main 
and fundamental Dottiine dellycred 
in the Book, | 


II, It reproaches the Worthies of 
the Church of England, who ſuffered 
berwcen the Years 42. and 60. 

ITE It maintains at abſurd, unrea- 
ſonable, and uagodly Dofrine, 


r, Such an Jncerprecation is incon- 
ſiſtent wich che main and funda- 
mencal Do@riacs of the Convocation 
Book. 

I have already ſhewed it tis jncon- 
ſiſtent with all the Inſtances they give, 
and I ſhall, now ſhew tha: ir is fncon- 
ſikenc wich the ſuadamental Do&rines 
they-teach, 


The - principal Do&rines of. the 
Convocation-Book are Paſeve Obedi- 
ence and Nonreſs/tence, an1 the whole 
Deſign of ic teems to be, {that I mean 
chat concerns the Civil Government, ) 
to make it good, That Subje&s arc 
bound to obey their lawful Governors, 
and u no account whatſoever to 
reſiſt them : This, I ſay, is their fun- 
damental Doftrine, and whatevcr 
they deliver, it hath ſome way. or 
ocher a reference to it; and there- 
fore ir is but-neceſſary to interpret 
cheir Expreſſions in ſuch_ a ſenſe as 
may beſt ſuir with their main Dc- 
ſiga, And now let.us try which In- 
rerprefpeion of a Thorough Settlement 
beſt agrees with Paſſive Obedience, 
and That we are in Jathog bound co 
believe to be the ſenſe of the Conyo- 
cation. | 

Now to ſay a Government is tho- 
roughly ſetled, when ir hath acquired 
* Right, by © loog Tra& of uniater- 
rupted Poſſeſſion, or by the utter 
Deſtru&ion, or. <ubmiſſian, of the 
Right Heirs; this docs not in the 
leaſt interfere with the Do&rine of 
Paſſive Obedience, bur. is cokſonant 
ro it, and to every other Do&rine and 
Expreſſion in the whole Book. Bur 
for our Authour's Interpre-ation, 
when a Perſon hath got full Poſleſ- 
fion of Power, and the Lawful King 

> 


_ 
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is alive, and (o far from fabmitcing, 
char he aRually conteſts his Right, and 
demands the Allzgiance of his Sub- 
jeats in order to it: Tn fuch = Caſe, 
to ſay that they avft quic cheir law- 
ful Kiag, b:come Subjeds to the Poſe 
ſeftor, rransfer all their allegiance and 
Dury to him, do all they can ro efta- 
bliſh him in the Poſſeſſion, and as 
much ro keep the orher our, become 


icreconciicable and morral Enemies 
- him, and if need he to fight _ 


and kill him, ffor all rheſe artly 
follow from char Notion.) Now how 
the Author will Demonſtrate this ro be 
Paſſive Ovedience, or reconcile it ro 
tn, is not for me to comprehend. 
The Author hath offered xt as ſtrange 
rhings as that : Ry one of 2 Fa- 
mily, though never (0- many degrees 
off, and him (ec up by the People r00, 
be Succefſion in a Hereditary Mo- 
narchy, If forceable Poſſeffion be a 
IN ELIEES 
t W, #nd 
kittioga Righrful | X. 4 when we 
acknowledg the Right to be in him, 
may be Paſſive Obedience. And if 
this be rhe Caſe, T have nothing to 
do but to beg of God ro keep me in 
my Senfes. 

And chat is abwndantly firfficiear 
to ptevenc impoſing on by fuch Ar- 
gumenrs, the Auchor If he pleaſes 
may call whire black, and hear 
cold : but if he do, fure he expe&s 
not co convince others of fr, nor ca- 
= perſuade them he belteves it him - 
ſelf, 

Bur then if fighting againft and 
kiſting a King we have ſworn Allegi- 
ance ro, be not Paſſive "Obedience, 
then by a Governtnent throughly (er- 
tled, the Convocation does not mean 
bare Poſtefiion of Power. 


2, This Thterpretation' r roaches 
thoſe Worthies 'of the Churth of Exp- 


 tand, who ſuffered berween the Years 


&2z and 5 2, 


A very few Years ſince jr would 
have been thought a high Degree of 


Madneſs for a Church of England Man 


to have dovbred, who (ia the late 
Times) ated moſt agrecably ro the 
Principles of char Church in the Poinr 
of - Allegiance and Government, ei- 
cher Archbiſhop Fuxton, Biſhop Co- 
2201s, Biſhop Gunning, 8&t, or Hugh 
Peters, Dr. Owen, of John Goodwyn. 
But now owr Author -hath clearly de- 
rermin:d ft for Hugh, and his Bre- 
thren, and apeinft the Biſhyps, Now 
as ridiculous asthis is, it ks certainly 
the Ciſe ; for if the Aurhor be right, 
all theſe Reverend abd Excellent Men 
who were undone for their Loyalty, 
ated ignorantly or uaſincerely; and 
thoſe only who followed the ſeveral 
Revolutions, and adhered to them @- 
gainſt che King, are the Mev that 
Med according ro the Principles of 
the Charch of gugland ; nay, even 
the Regicides themſelves will put in 
for Chutcn of Z1glend Men too ; and 
(which i the ſtrangeſt ching of all) 
even in poinr of A and Go- 
verniment, For ther Government that 
appotared the High Court of Juſtice, 
had a fwll 1 of Power, and 
mf Places of Txſt, &c. were in their 
Hands, and at their diſpoſal. And 
by reaſon of that they had a ſub 
ficient Authority, (even God's) by 
Commiffion from w :ich they attcd; 
and then all their Allegiance - was 
jaltly rransferred from the King to 
chem : By Vrrrue of which they 
did but their Daury, bur jn a&ting 
under fach a Commiſſion from therr 
Governors, and alſo in pros to 
dearth the Enemies and _— tors 
of that Government whoſe Subje&s 
they were, and whoſe Security and 
Eſtabliſhment they were bound to pro- 
more, 

And is this no prejudice to this 
Tnrerpreration ? Moft we part with 
our Senſes, as well as our Principles ? 
Is it poſſible for any Man to oy” 

that 


— — 
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that 7ohy Goodwyn was 2 better, 
Church of ' England Man, in Polar 
of Allegiance and Government, than 
DoRor Hammond? or thas the Prin- 
ciples of the Church of Englazd ju- 
ſtifie the Murther of Charles rhe firſt? 
T do not know of what weight this 
may be with the Authour ; any 
Man, who had any reſpe&t for the 
Church of England, would have been 
a little cautious how he had faften- 
ed ſuch a Senſe upon the Words of 
ſuch a Venerable Convocation , as 
ſhould juſlifie the moſt execrable 
Villany under the Sun, and reproach 
ag great and worthy Men as cver 
were Members of ir, and ſome of 
them probably Members of this Con- 
vocation, and condemn them 1n ctholc 


very Inflances which were the high. 


eſt Evidenccs of their Vertyes,: ad 
Singerity,, and ypon accqung of; which 
cheir Names aud Memories will. als 
ways be precious; and one fingle 
Example of ſuch Mcn is of more 
yalue with all good Nen, than that 
of a thouſand Weather-Cock: |. lvincy, 


who cag_ turn themſelves. and their 
Principles; as therg is occaſion, and by 
rhe . of, Pablick: Goeds.. 30d a; Ze 


ſuiticel. Di ion or. rwo, can. make 
chem ſuit with any Power in the 
y- (if; they have a mind 
Now Men ( If; they. have 4 
= may defend ugh Peters, BYad- 
ſhes Lag b  Caurg. of H ; , 
and condemn theig: Judges a "Y 
ries for Murthering Comm pom who, 


did but their Duty... - They may , if 


they wil , applaud the PraRiees, of 


Nye , Mar(hall and; Milteny and difhke 
tha the 
t 


as ridiculous ag ft is; ſhamelcfs,, and 
imgudenr. Wenv:4 Is 1 

3. This Imterprezarion naji aing an: 
afgid, unreaonable.s, weeodly; DF; 


Glorious, Suffer "# 


to bring ſor Principles of the, A 
einer fig rf ye nay 


Acine, and that is, 704: the Pernifcox 
of Providence is & Rule of Prafiice, and 
4. ſufficient warrant to ait cortrery to the 
Rules of Right and Fuſtics amongſt Mtn. 
This does not only naurally follow 
from this Interpretation, but the Au- 
rbour aſlesrs ric (ame almoſt in- (o 
many. Words: For going about to 
prove that the 'Revolurion is God's 
doing, be tells us, ( in Page 14, &6) 
That God's Providence in permitting , 
is @ ſufficient Indication of his Will 
and Hitaſurt, as ta the Event, And 
( lalfhe) ſince Prophecy bath ceaſed 
ſure I an; that nothing but. Providence 
is worel th us, | F wonder what che 
Anthour thinks of Scripture, and 
Righr, and Laws among Mew ; (ure 
theſe are as woca! as Providence, 
and. we argc | bound to make them 
the Rule of our Practices, and arc 
ſo diredied by God himſelf : Bus 
we bayve oo.  Direion or Warraot 
to at by any Mcthods of Provi- 
dence contrary to them, The: Al 


thour goes on, Such throng Arguments 
may we frodace from it , as will not 
wth Eafe of. Ridicult be eluded, But 
for #l rhagj:I waſt rell our Authour, 
Thar; hls Opivian- az ir is fooliſh, ſo 
It deſerves ts be laughed ar; bur as 
'ris; (mpious; to be: cxecrared and a- 


of. lymen: Sodetry » For if Men muſt 
dice: their Lives nor by! fixed and 
ſizzed 'Rules, bus: by God's Termiſk- 
ons 2nd Providenrial Occurrences ; 
we ſhould ſoon have a Mad World 
on'c, and Robbery, - Rapine, Fraud 
and Oppreſſicn wonld: be more ro he 
obſerve than Cvay againſt )* Righs, 
and: Law, . andicxen Scripture it (elf. 
Bue however: the *Authour: is (6 fond 
of his Notion; ' Thar” he tells us, 
He can't reſtrain bis Pemn from th4 
meving of this'' Query : Whether the 
Manifeſt Taterpoſtions ' of a Grachous 
Prouzdence, 'that: tends to the promoting 


, of God's. Honour, and to the Eft ablifh- 


ment 


ws (now 
that Prophecy is ceas'd') a Fuſtifieble 
* Ground for any rational Man to aft up- 
on? 3. 8. againſt known Laws, and 
the engagement of our Oaths*( for 
otherwiſe it is nor to 1 'Authour's 
Purpoſe ; ?) and then wich great Con- 
dence 7 An I think this will bard- 
ly be denyed. Whar doth the Authour 
near ? or where docs he live 9 Hard- 
ly be denyed ? Why it has been de- 
nyed a Thouſand times over, and 
there is ſcarcely a Sermon that trears 
any thing of Providence, bur Mics 
ir; and I do deny it, and the Au- 
chour ſhall ſee whar Grounds I have 
for ir: But I obſerve from the Au- 
thour's Query, 


ment of b3s Chureb, be not to 


1» That he takes too much up- 
on him to determine the Incterpofit}- 
on of Providence,' 'as rending. to 
God's Honour, and Eſt abliſhnent of 
| bis Church, ( in the ſenſe he would 
have it: ) For the Authour may know, 
if he pleaſe, That God's | Honour fs 
as much, and generaily more pro- 
mored by the. Patience and < ufferings 
of his People., chan by-their exrer- 
nal Proſperity ; ef] y'if thar Pro-' 
ſperſty be gain'd, or endeavoured 
. to be gain'd, by undue means - It 
js not for the Honour of God 'to 


carve for our ſelves; to take ſuch- 


courſes - to ſecure us as he dees' not 
allow of, and'ro fer up! his Provi-' 
dence in centradiQion. to this/ Laws. 
And the Conſtancy and Fidelity of 
Men, and eſpeciaily of the Clergy, 
ro their - Principles, trends more to 
the Honour of Religion, and more 
recommends it to the World, than 
to change and turn them to all Times 
and Scaſons; and the Church is bet-'! 
rer eſtabliſhed u the Foundation 
of Truth and Juſtice, than upon any 
worldly Power ; or when ſhe deſerts 
theſe, and makes a Rule of Dirine 
Permiffions. The Authour is very 
bold with Providence, and not only 
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makes the ſecret” 7hings of God''a 
Rule for common ' Behaviour , bur 
determines them to what end he 
pleaſeth. There is no doubt bur thar 
Gad will be glorified in all his Pro. 
ceedings; bnrt whether by ſuch Tn- 
rerpolirions of his Providence, he 
will bring Glory ro himſelf, by the 
Parience and Fidelity of his Servants, 
or any other way, 1s more than the 
Authour can. know, and he muſt be ' 
very aſſuming, if he undertakes to 
determine. / | 


2, Asto the Authour's main Que- - 
ry, whether the Interpoſicions of 
Providence be not a jufjifiable Ground 
for a reaſonable Man to a& upon, 
ler him anſwer ic himſelf in this 
other Query : Whether, if a_ poor 
Man hath ftoln his Neighbour's Purſe, 
or ( which is nearer to” oor Au- 
thour') if a Thief Hatch flollen ir, 
and given it him, may he keep ir, 
though he knows ir Is ſtollen, and 
from whom? He is poſſeſſed of ir 

Proyidence, he did nor fecal ir 
himſelf, and fr'is very gratious 'to 


him to ſupply the heeds of himfelf 


and his poor 'Farhily. Ta ſuch a Caſe 
T «3k, may he honeſt! my Fi I 
ſuppoſe our Authour will ſay No, and 
the Reaſon is, becauſe he can't law- 
fully do ir, "So clien it' j4 not" the ftr- 
rerpoſition 'of Providence, ' birt che 
Lawfulſneſs of: the "thing 'thar” 7s [thr 
juſtifiable - Ovtund" for” « rational Man, 
to aft pon, © 

'Bur does not the Span and the 
Convocation-Book ay, Thar God fs 
che Univerſal Monarch of the World, 
that he ſets up and pulls down Kio; 
altereth: on; rransferreth 


K - 

Very true? 'and does not the fame 
Sc e ſay, That God is the Lord 
of all private Mens Eftates, as well 
as of KingdGms, and that he exalcerh 
and depreſſeth, that” he maketch Rich 
and' Poor, and alrereth their Stari 

a0d 
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and condirlons, as ſeems beſt to the 
Divine Wiſdom, 

And is it not very foul to argue 
from hence ? Therefore if any Man 
by the Permiffion, of Providence, can 
corruptly , fraudulently or forcibly, 

et his Negnoo Goods or Eſtate 
nto- his Poſſeſſionz why, he muſt 
have them: The Laws and Judges, 
and all Men <clſe, muſt do what they 
cat to, keep wg.0 roſſeſſion; for ir 
is God's Will-it ſhould be ſo : For 
(faith our Authour, Pag. 14, ); God's 
Providence, in permitting, 5s. a ſufficient 
Indication. of bis Wall, and Pleaſurt, 
as to the Event. The ; Iſraelites, by 
God's expreſs dire&ion ſpoiled the 
of gyptians ; and therefore if any Man 
ſpoil by Delgpaoun and ger, his'Mo- 
ney or Yoreg s into his Hands,; .chey. 
are all hie own : .For our. Authour, is 
_ very ſwe, fince Prophtcy bath ceaſed, 
Providence #s only vocal to us ; and he 
can from thence produce ſuch ſtrong Ar- 
guments, as will not with eaſe be tlu- 
ded, And is nor this pure Caſuiſtical 
Divinity , ind admirably fitted” to 
promote Rightcouſneſs and Juſtice in 
the World 2 Burt if this hold not good 
in private Eſtates, T would fain have 
the Authour ſhew me a Reaſon why 
ic does in Kingdoms ? God' hath the 
ſame Propriety ys his Providence is 
the ame; and the general Principles 
and Accounts of God's Proceedings in 
Scripture are all one : And therefore 
if an Argument from Providence be 
not good with reſpe& to private E- 
ſtates, neicher .is it with reſpe&t to 
Governments; and Right, and nor 
Providence, muſt govern us in one 
Caſe, as well ay the ocher. ' 

The State of rhis Marter, is plainly 
this: Where, we :-2 my we Dor 
at upon the Interpoſitions of Provi- 
Fon as we' ſee Occaſion ; but 
| where we, are already bound up by 
Oaths and, Laws,” their Obligation 
will hold us againft 4 Providences, 


( nakedly and barely conſidered,) and 
we cannot be diſcharged of them, till 
God by his Providence hath  order- 
ed and diſpoſed Matrers, as we may 
lawfully a& without the Breach and 
Violation of them. When a Govern. 
ment fs altered, and ſo as to acquire 
a_ Right co the Subje&s Allegiance, 
in the forementioned ways of Death, 
Ceflion, &c. ) Ic is certain this comes 
by Providence, { and therefore juſt- 
ly, . and fitly ,aferibed ro ir : ) But 
chen che ſminediate Reaſon and 
Ground ' of Submiſfion is not the 
Permiſſion or | Providence of God 
merely ; bur Providence proceeding 
ſo far, as to open a way thar it may 
be done lawfully, and withour pre - 
judice ro other Ties : In this: Senſe, 
we, may follow the Dire&ion of Pro- 
vidence, and 'become Subjetts ro a 
Government that Providence ſhall 
ſer up. Bur this Senſe will nor ſerve 
our Authour's rurn, and yet it is the 
ſame that he deliverech, rhough he 
doth ' nor know ir. He tells us in 
Page 15. That, without the Interpo/eti- 
ons of Providence, Prediftions theſe! :15 
are not raſhly to be executed ; 3. e. ll 
Providence hath fo cleared the way, 
as to make jr fawful ro put them '1n 
Execution, 

A little before, he quotes a Paſſege 
out of the Convocation-Book, p. 47. 
Thet the Succeſs of Divine Binediftions 
{ which afterwards he calls Prediftiors, 
as if Benedittions and Prediftions were 
all one, ) are to be leſt to the Diſpoſition 
of God's Heavenly Providence. 

Now this Paſſage tn the Convoca- 
tion refers to Samuels Anointing Dz- 
vid King , fnrimaring thereby, that 
Samatl did not depoſe San! , nor pot 
David upon undue means to gain the 
Crown, bur left: che Accompliſhmenc 
of it to God's Providence, to clcar 
ind open a way for him, that he 
mfghr lawfully take jr, And it is plain 
fo David underſtood it ; for though 

SD he 
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he was anointed King by God's ex- 


ub Commandment, ( and that is 
omewhat more than by Praroqanen,) 
yer that did not rempt him to a 

againſt.his known Dury : And though 
God put Saul twice inro his Power, 
he did nor think 'that Providence a 
juſtifiable Ground to af upon, and to 
rake that Advantage to make himſelf 
King,'/ and yet I take ft, that was 2 
great deal more than Permiſſion.) And 
David's Followers urge It home, And 
the men of David ſara unto bim, bt- 
hold the day which the Lord ſaid un- 
to thee, behold! 1 will give thine Ent- 
my into thine hand , that thou mayeſt 


. 4p to. him as ſhall ſeem. gobd unto thee, 


1 Sam. 4. 4. And Abiſhas alſo fald ro 
David, God Dith delivered thine Ent- 
my into thint hand this day : now there- 
fore let me ſmite him. God had gl- 
ven his Enemy that purſued his Life 
Inco his hands, and here was 4 £74» 
8044 Poovidence to aft upon ; God made 
bm a Promiſe, and ſeemed to. pol 

out this as a means to acco nz 
and it muſt be confeſſed, this Is as 
plauſible a Caſe as can be put. But 
David knew his Duty better, and 
though the Text expreſſes, and Devid 
owns, that it was from God, and 
that God did jt, and that Is by an 
alive and not barcly permiſſive Pro- 
vidence; yet he knew that was n0 
Warrant for 'him to a& againſt any 
Branch of his Legal , bur ſays 
expreſly, who can ſtretch forth his band 
egainft the Lords Anointed, and be 
gviltleſs? It was __ the Law 
to ſtretch forth his hand againſt rhe 
King, and.no Iar tions of Pro- 
vidence , would e that Faſt in- 
nocent; he followed Providence as far 
as he lawfully might, and the Laws 
of the Kingdom permitred, but he 
durft nor a upon it in ContradiRi. 
onto them z and therefore he ſays to 
Abiſhaiz that would have killed Sal, 
v..Io, The Lord ſhall ſmite bim, or 


bis dey ſhell comt to die, of be ſhall 
deſctnd into Battel and periſh ; thar 
is, he left it to God's Providence, ſo 
to order and diſpoſe of Things, and 
to bring it about in ſuch a manner, as 
he might rake the Crown whhour 
the Violation of ' auy Duty that he 
owed, or of any former Engagement 
he had made to King Saw. Now 
when Providence proceeds in this 
manner, and (o to make a clear paſ- 
ſage ro Submiſfion; then, and then 
only fr. is a juſtifiable Ground to a&R 
upon. Bur to talk of Divine Permiſ- 
fions, as a ſufficient Warrant to ju- 
nigh our AQing againſt Common 


ongeſt Obligations, i—ecrtainly 
one of the ſt Aſſertions in the 
World. | 

I ſhall end this with the plain Judg- 
ment of ,DoRter Stillingfleet in this 
matrer : The great Revolutions of Go- Serm, | 
wvernment are attributed to the par- fore the 
ticular Providence of God; God is the Comme 
Fudge, he pulleth down one, end. ſetteth Nov, 1; 
up another ; which doth not found any 1691, 
Right of Dominion, ( which ſome fan- 3d Ed 
fred, "till the 'Argumeut from Provi- 
dence was returned: with greater force 
upon themſe/ves ; ) but it ſhews that 
when God pleaſes to make uſe of Per- 
ſons or Nations, as the Scourges in bis 
Hand to puniſh a People with, He gives 
them Succeſs above their Hopes or Ex- 
peftations : Bit that Succeſs gives them 
no Right. 


For a Concluſion I ſhall add one 
_ more, and which of ir ſelf a- 
lone is ſufficient ro ſhew the Folly of 
our Authour's Interpretation, and 
that is, That (befide the many Ab- 
furdities and Contradi&ions that at- 
rend =P] ic is contrary to the ex- 
preſs DoQrine and Declaration of the 
Members of that Convocation. Now 
F take ic for granted, that they un- 
derſtood the Senſe of the ——— 

a Iktle 
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a little better than our Authour. I 
take jt likewiſe for granted, That 
they. had determined for Do. 
&rine in a publick and folemn Way, 
in Convocation, rhey would ne 
ther contradit, nor Je deliver the 
clean contrary tO r particular 
Writings. But then it will follow, 
that our | Authour's Interpretation, 
and the Dofrine bullt on ir is a new 
Invention, and never heard of In 
the Church of of -rong rill ny 
On Nov. Fe | o Biſhop rews, 2 very an 
1613s wr th and Learned Member of that 
7.939, Convocation, in a Sermon preached 
2d. Edie, before the King, but three Years 
1631, afrer the ending of ir, upon theſe 
Jaep— Per me Fr _ y 
me K reign, ov. 8 15. $ 
us, Tha: the a& Regnant is twofold ; 
Some are Reges, Kings; and yet reagn 
not, (as True Heirs deſeated,) and 
ſome reign, and are no Kings, ( «s 
do all Ufurpers on the Throne, per 
Fas Neſaſque,) always one thing it 


is to be King, axother to reign; Joi 

_ was "true King all thoſe ſox years be 
reigned not ; Arhaliah reigned all thoſe 
never. Was 


& lawful Title, and 4 
Tyrant without Kight and 
Title, and invading the 
Kingdom by force. If a 
lawful King exerciſe Ty- 
ranny, be cannot be com- 
pelled by the Biſhops, or 
Nobles, or People, KC 
for ſuch a Tyrant being 
in the Throne by a juft Ti- 


Diſpar vero eſt ra- 
tio Tyranni ligitimo 
jure regnanris, & Ty- 
ranno fine jure $& ritu- 
lo Regnum per Vim 8 
Tyranatdem occupan- 
tis, ec, Regtfin. in re- 
bus Temp. de Poteſtate 


Pape, P. 919. 


tle, is oragined of God, and be who reſiſts 
him, refils the Ordinance of God : Put if 
any Max ſnatcheth the Kingdom by Force 
and Tyranny, he is nat a King, but an E- 
nemy, and it is lawful for any of the Peo- 
ple to do the ſame to him, as tity. may do 


to an Entmy, This is 


plain enough, 


bur yer there is more in chat Chapter 


no —_— Fr: 
jeRed the Quiet Poſſeſ- 
ſoon of pre for fix 

rs. To which the 
quitt ſorver it was, it 
Wwas violent, (for ſhe was 


fon years to 


prion, and Po 


to Gre; us, 


Bellarmine had ob- 


'At (ex annos quietc 
regaiwir, & poſſeſſio 
ita eſt quierta, c>: 
P« 911. 


ſh guarded with Soldiers.) But what arg 

4 good Title of Preſcy;. 
eſſion, which, according 
ought to be the 


Poſſeſſion of an hundred years or mare ;; 
axd what are fix years no an bundred ? 


Arhaliah therefore! bad not. acquired” « 
Right to the Crown, neither by the Con- 
ſent of the People, nor' by the Preſcription 


of fix Tears, but being « mere aſurper, 
and no Queen, ſhe might be depoſed. 


And ſo we. have not only the Senſe 


of this RK 
late, that 


Reverend Learned Pre- 
uſur Poſſeſſhog of the 


Crown cannot Claim our Allegiance, 


of che People. 


| but alſo we have his Senſe of a tho- 


And fo It follows 2 


ltle after, when In anſwer. to Bel- 


D 2 


Objeting ocher | Govern- 


ments, 


Imperia jure Belli 
acquilira , Temporis 
Pre criptione It gitt- 
mPtcri ſolent, 1044. 


P. GOO, 
3 T. laſt 
Edit, 
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mems, which in their beginnings were 
Violent and Tyrannical , but after- 
wards became lawful, as that of the 
Ceſars, the Goths, and Lombards, he 
ſays, That Governments 
acquired by the right of 
war, by Preſcription they 
uſually cecome lawful. But 
then by Preſcription Ir is 
plain he dots not mean a 
quier Poſſefſion of f1x, . nor many more 
Years, but whem' thereby a Kaght to 
the Government is acquired; and 
conſequently our Author's - full Poſlel- 
fron of Digniries , Prerogatives, &c. 
to which our Allegtance 1s due, is a 
Notion that before now never ſaw 
Li; ht among. the true Sons of the 
Church of England. q 
To |theſe Right Reverend 'Þtelate 
} crave leave to add ar worthy: aud 
tearned/ Author, who alſo wro'c,many 
learned Tratts abour theſe tir es, and 
te is Dc&or Jackſon, who hath fully 
declared his own and- the Church of 
England's Judgment is this very Pojnt. 
He puts*theſe” two Queſtions ; \How fer 
any Man vhich without \\' Tile -dothytake 
wpon bim, and by "Fraud (and: iofrace 
gets opportunity to exerciſe, Royal, Alltbo: 
rity over them may be reſiſted { Toe ſecond 
is: Whether He that by juſt Title 5:41 
veſted with Royal Power may be reſiſted 


in the unjuſt «nd Tyr apnical Exerciſes. 


— 
f . 4 


of 38 F bs SUE 260 ts 
To theſe two Que/tions tht A 
been tong ſenet groom; oy 
loſophers,' and approved » of - by | beſt :Di= 
_ > 1593.19 3h "3 


verry. © 


EI \ ? 
wer hath. 


- 


I. He who 3s 4 mere' Wſurptry 07:0: 
Tyrant by Tit lez'" maybe ed - by View 
lect, ruen 10" Depoſernath, »on-Death; al+: 
brit "he" bappens [t0/ 'extrriſed his: Power: 


with (uch Moderationgies would became: 


« uſt and Lawſul King, He that 41 4 
King, or ſupreme Magiſtratt, byJuſt and 
lewſul Title; may nat bedbus refilted,.: al- 
beit hevtxerciſe his Poryer Tyr antlically;s 
tanching the former it 3s 4 Truth inqueſt i» 


by:Jame Moral Bbi-. 


onable, That a Tyrant by Title, or « 
mere uſurper of ſupreme Power, or an In- 
truder into the Office Royal, may be re 
ſiſted, without refiſting the Ordinance of 
God, and the Reaſon is piain ;)for that 
be could never uſurp or continue his Powtr 
otherwiſe than by reſiſting ſome higher 
Powers, or by reſiſting the ' Ordinance of 
God. And among others he Inſtances, 
1n caſe be uſurps or exerciſes Royel Aiuthos 
rity over fuch as bave bten. formerly go- 
verned. by "ojal Sueeeſean, ht open/y refoſts 
Power much hight! than his own, whtther . - 
this Power he. ytt atlually annex'd.to ſome 
know Perſons that bavy Right: or. Titles 
to: the Kingdom (by Suataſſion,, on not, 
'Tis rrue, he fays chis, Refiſtance may 
not be made by every body ; but he 
ſa;s it likewiſe wich this; Qualification, 
Savei 3m the Rogbt and, kntereſt of the 


"Rght Heir, er by his: Gpunpifſign and 


Command: . i 5H D2Uu1E i, 
and:tbe ſame he ſays a litle after, 


(Page 968.) when. he anſwers to 
Example. of Feboiada's. drpoſng-t 
'Athaliah, urged by. the Papiiſts for. the 


Power of the Pope,to, depoſe Kings. 
Tht'Pbw tr: Royal on 1Shpreme was by Rigut 
anntxedto the Infant Prince, @5 being au- 
arxtd tothe Infant Pripces 45 being next. 
Heir 3, and Jehioiada idepoſtd- btr- wbo by 
Force'and #iolence bad uſurped the. Royal 
Scepter. : Ts it then all one 3n theſe Mens 
Divini:y,: for « Subjett or, Peer of. any 
Realm to: ftend for the Right, of bis Litge 
ord: 3 and forthe ancient Liberties of 
1; »+Nataoud Country agent a Stranger ,. or. 
Uſurper 3. And for. a Stranger no-N ative: 
Member of this oy the like Chriſtian Com 
mouweal, to thrown doven the lawful King 
from bis. _— or. £0; authoxi(t, his. Sub- 
jtfts oriotbers-t0, 4a to (bites; ſeholada 
aid.;to Athaliah, ? Aud to ng in 4; 
Stranger, ons. FAliet, ,; «4 ht; $8, caſt, gut. 4, 
Stranger ar-HIWpoe” bo gn 
-: The Teſtimanics, are clear anough, 
of .the Dodtrine that', was; qwn'd by. 
the.Cpnyocarion, and by ;hat Age, and 
1 could add, many more, pacticularlyof 
Biſhep 
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Biſhop Merton, who not only taught 
but praiſed this Do&rine, being 
himſelf a Suffercr under the Revoluti- 
on begun in 42. and of Doctor Field, 
then Dean of worcefler, and many 
others, who have ſaid the ſame , bur 
this would be to write a New Hhiftory 
' of Paſſive Obedience, And I think I 
may challenge our Author or any Man 
elſe, to ſhew me one fingle Inſtance, 
nor only of any Member of that Con- 
vocation, bur of any approved Author 
of the Church of Exgland, and of that, 
or any other Age, but (eſther diſcourſ- 
ing ex profeſſs of Uſhrpation , or in 
treanſity ſpeaking of ir, ) what hath de- 
livered always the very ſame DoRrine, 

The Author (in ridiculous Cant) 
tells us In Page 1, 2. Since Biſhops O- 
verall's Convocation-Book wt plead Reaſon 
axd Authority. Bur I tell him in his 
own Language, That we have not only 
got a whole Convocation of unpreju- 


diced 2nd learned Men, but the ſame 
unprejudiced and learned Men out of 
Convocation, and all the learned Mcn 
of that Age, and of all others of the 
Church of England, who were re- 
moved from any Temptations, and the 
fitteſt'and moſt fair Judges to derer- 
mine, thar have unanimouſly and cx- 
preſly condemned the Notions and A(- 
ertions of our Author, and of all that 
hold the ſame. = 

"I conclude with one Requeſt to our 
Author, That when the next fir of 
Demonſtrations takes him, he will be 
pleaſed to demonſtrate this ſame thing 
from the Hiſtory of Paſſsve Obedience ; 
and to encourage him, I can aſſure 
him, That Obedfence and Submiſſion, 
ec, will be as eaſily demonſirated - 
from the Hiftory of Paſſsve Obedience, 
as from Biſhop Overall's Convocation- 
Book. 


1 
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POSTSCRIPT. 


Sherlock hath publiſh'd the Rea- 

ſons thar _— him to uu the 
Oath; He proceeds upon rhe ſame 
Grounds with this pn Ws and what 
Is here ſaid (as to the main) is equally 
of Force againſt both, will ſerve 
to vindicate the Convocation - Book, 
as well from the falſe Interpretation 
of the Dr. as of the Author, I ſhall 
not now ſtand (not does it concern my 
preſenc Purpoſe) to Examine all the 
A the Dr. makes uſe of, (but 
that will be done in due time : ) But 1 
ſhall-fully furrher Conflder, what he 
urges from the C:nvocation, and is 
not mentioned by the Author ; and 
ſhall alſo Clear theſe. Aſſertions dell- 
ver'd in the Anſwer, from ſuch things 
as may be rals'd in Obje&ſon to them, 
from the Dr's Book. And in Examir- 
theſe, I ſhall have Occaſion to Con- 


Jy the finiſhing of chis, DoRor 


fider,and ſhall thereby ſhew the Weak- 


neſs of the Fundamental Principles 
that he $ upon, I obſerve then: 


1 That the Interprecation of the. 


Words of the Convocation in both, is 
the very ſame: But there js ſome 
Difference as to the manner of pro- 
poſing ir. The Author is doubrful 
and modeſt; He cannot but conceive, 
and with Submiſſion, That a Govern- 
ment is ſerled, when the whole Admini- 
ſtration of Aﬀairs, and all Places of Truſt, 
&c. are in the Hands of the Prince. 
Bur the Dr. is very confident of it, 
ir is as plain, as every Body can fee it ; 


9 and (ſaith he) brug be not a ſetled 
Government, I dejpair of .tytr knowing 


\ 


—_ 


what it 3s. Now it muſt he remembred, 
that the Dr. owns, that In this Book 
he hath renounced one of his Prin. 
ciples, and the whole Book is an Evi- 
dence, and an Acknowledgment, thar 
he hath been very much miſtaken , 
and hath continued a great while under 
che Power of thoſe Miſtakes. And fo 
ſoon, and in the ſame Book to be a- 
a ſo full of Aſſurance, and to chal- 
enge People ro Anſwer him ! The 
Principle that he now renounceth, yea, 
and all the Prineiples he now diſputes 
againſt, (though he calls ir ſoftly De- 


claring his own Thoughts ) yet he did Preface. 


aſſert wich as much Peremptorineſs as 
any thing in this new Book : And 
why fhould he-then deſpair of know- 
ing any other Notion of a ſetled Go- 
vernment, beſides his own ; - perhaps, 
( if no body could inform him) the 
Dr. hereafter might himſelf find our 
another Notion of it; for what hath 
b.en, may be: In the mean time, rhere 
is another Notſon of it deliver'd a- 
bove, and which is more agreeable to 
the Rules of Truth and Juſtice, and 
to the common Acceptation of theſe 
Words among Men. And ler the Dr. 
ſhew me auy one- Approved Lawyer, 
or Czuilizy ( who are ſuppoſed to 
ſpeak the moſt properly in ſuch Mar- 
rers) or any Hiſtorian that ever de- 


Priſac? 


liver'd ſuch a Sens of thoſe Words, Arg. 


or that ever aihrm'd, or in a meer 
Narratory way, declar'd, That an U- 
ſurped Pofſeflion was a Therough Set- 
tlement, or any Settlement at ali, when 
there was a Rightful and Legal Ti- 

1. 
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tle in being againſt ir, and that Ti- 


tle atually conteſting. Let him ſhew__ 


me ( In the particular Inſtance ) any 
approved Auther that-ever faid, That 
Tyrannus fine Titulo, ( as is the Caſe 
che Dr. purs in his Book ) was a Go- 
vernment rhroughly ſettled*, or any 
truce Government ar all, The Dr. cx- 
preſly aſſerts, | That the Providence ol 
God alters no legal Rights, nor forbids 


| thoſe who ave | diſpoſſeſſed of them, to 


Kecover titir "Right when they can ; 
which ( by the way ) Is a ſtrange Do- 
Gtrine : For why does nor God's Autho. 
rity in the Poſſeſſor (if he have it) 
bind the Diſpoſſeſied King as well as the 
People? and it Is fomewhar ſtrange that 
when Gcd diveſts a u_ of his Gorern- 
ment, he has ſtill a Right to ir, and 
may juſtly recover it ; This trends migh- 


rily to the Peace of Socleties, (one of 


the Drs. Arguments ) the Caſe of the 


jan” the Convocation ſpeaks of as diſ- 
po 


eſſed by God was quite otherwiſe, 
they had no Right left, as when 7eby 
was Anointed, Foram became his Sub. 
jet. Bur 1t, muſt be confeſſed thoſe 
Viſe Men never thought of the Drs. 
Hypotheſis and new Notions : But 
ro the purpoſe, the diſpoſleſied King 
zccording to the Dr. hath ſtill a Legal 
Right, and by virtue of which he may 
recover his Throne. Then I fay, fo 
long as the Caſe Is ſo, and the Pretere 
rions to Right ſtill in diſpute, the con- 
rrary Government can never be ſaid 
19 be throughly ſetled; when there is a 
proſecution, bur of a pretended Right, 
1: cannot fairly be ſaid, that ſuch a 
Poſlefſinn is throughly ferled, but when 
there is a plain, viſible and indiſpu- 
ra-le Legal Right againſt a Poſleſior, 
a11d- that Right aRually proſecuted, 
in ſuch a caſe, ro call bare Poſſeſſion a 
thorough Settlement, is one of the ſtran- 
geſt things in the World; and if that 
be a Sertlement, al! the World have 
'Hirherto been miſtaken abour ir, and 
"we are beholden to the Dr. for his 
'gew Diſcovery of a Settlement. &5$ 


for his new Do&rine about Providence, 
_. 2+ The Ur, ſays, that the Con- 
vocation ſpeaks of the Subje&ion of 
the-T/raelires to the Moabites and Ares 
mites, and to the Kings of &£gyt, 
and Babylon, as their duty , and thar 
they ads bound to fr, and from thence 
concludes the Senſe of the Convocati- 
on to be, That Princes who have no 
Legal Right may have Gods Authority, 
and ought ro be obey'd. For, ſaith he, 
the Moabites and Aramites never could 
have a_ Legal Right to the Govern- 
ment of Ta:/, and the <Agyptian and 
Babyloniſh Kings never had any Legal 
Right: Now but three Pages off, the 


Dr. tells us, That the Submiſſion of pag. 5. 


the Prince may be thought nears to 
transfer 4 Legal Right.z and then all 
theſe Governments had a. Legal Right 
to the Government of 1ſratl : As to 
Babylon, the Dr. tells us, there -was 
God's expreſs Command for their Sub- 
miſſion, and Nebchadnezzer Carried the 
Princes captive with him, and T think 
there is no great doubt of their $0b- 
miſfion, and eſpecially if they were 
ſenſible that God commanded ic. As 
ro <Fgypt, what Government the Jews 
had then among them does no: appear ; 
but whatever Government they had, 
Or, whoever they had for their Go- 
vernours, it is plain chey ſubmitted ra 
the Kings of Egypt; as well as Ill che 
Pcople ; and the Convocatian expreſ- 
ly afficms they did ſo; And the Caſc is 
the ſame with reſpe& ro the Moab-tes 


© = 
and Aramit:s, whatever Governours 04: 5 


they had, they and the People ſub- 
micted; and the Convocation 145 as ex 
preſs as can ve, Thty bntw" it was not 


Lawful to tab? Arms again{t the Kings 


whoſe Subjedas threy were, What! Subs 
jr#ts without Submiſſion ! and this the 
Dr. quotes too out of them 3; bur then 
1 wonder upon what grounds lie ſaid 
they could have' no Legal Right to 


* Govern Iſrael; for if the ſubmiſhon of 


the Prince can Transfer a Legal Right, 
then they had a Legal Right, and then 
fe 


pag. 6 


el, 


' ta. be. ſure they could have what they 


actually had. If it be ſaid that God 
wis-at that crime their Sovereign, and 
He did not ſfubmir ; ic is true He did 
not, but the Text __ expreſly, that 
God delivered them Into 
Bur then this would be an Argument 
againſt cheir Submiſſions ; For the 
De, tells us, that where God entails the 
Crown, the People were not to ſub- 
mir co any Uſurper, if the Right Heir 
was alivez and therefore much more 
where God himſelf was their King, 
and then fure they might lawfully re- 
fiſt theſe Kings whoſe Subje&s they 
were nor, nor could be, and chey need- 
ed no eſpecial Commiſſion or Dirc&i. 
en, to deſtroy the Uſurpers as 4hud 
did eXglon, but they might, nay, they 
were bound to do It, as 7ehozada flew 
Atha!iah, For 1 hope God's Enrtail is 
not of greater force than his ewn im- 
mediate Government ; ſo thar either 
their Submiſſion Transferr'd a Legal 
Right,or elſe their Submiſſion was a 
28 = aVerrs, end of G_ 
tion of 1ilegel uped Pow- 
ers Bur the Dr's Proofs from them 
are only of Leget Powers. And con- 
ſequently , that oaly Legal Powers 
have God's Authority, and a Govern. 
ment is then chroughly ſertled, when 
tr becomes Legal. Dr. will nor, 
bur the Convocation diſtinguiſhes be- 
rween the means of acquiring a Power, 
and the Power it ſelf ; the means of 
acquiring Power may be very unjuſt 
and legal, and yet the Power afrer- 
wards may be very Lega/, But the Dr. 
js reſoly'd they muſt be all one, and be- 
cauſe the Convocation ſpeaks of che 
Ambition of Encroaching Kings, and 
the Rebellion of SubjeRs, as a means 
whereby Governments have been al- 
rer'd, therefore by a Government 
being thorough: ſettled, they muſt needs 
mean uſurped Powers. As If it was 
impoſſible, for ſuch beginnings afrer- 
wards to acquire a Righr, and ſo Ter- 
minate in a Legal Title, and 'rill chat 


ir Hands. 
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fs, the Goverament is as unjuſt as th® 


Rebellion and Encroachment ; And 4 


man cannot juſtly become a party e® 
the Government no more than to cth© 
Rebellion, for they are both equally un- 
juſt, except the Dr. thinks thac ſtcaling 
a Purſe 1s very unjuſt, bur the kee 

ing fr after ic is ſtoln, fs very ju 

I will grant the Dr. that a Govern- 
ment, by what il! means ſoever at- 
tain'd, may have God's Authority, and 
be thoroughly ſettled ; bur then I ſay, 
ic has not God's Authority, nor is 
thoroughly ſerrled, rill ir ſtands upon 
the. Foundation of Right, and becomes 
Legal. The Convocation never men» 
tions Uſurpation , or, Lſurper, name 
or thing, but in one place, and thac 
is the/Caſe of 4thelizb, and they plain- 
ly condemn fr, and juſtific the killing 
her; bur In the other inſtances of Go- 
vernment in that Book, a Legality is 
implyed; or in expreſs Terms affirm- 
cd, chap. 31. it is ſaid when Alexander 


was dead, the 7ews were free, none of 146: 65, 
bis Captains having any Lawſul Intereſt 


or Title to Judah; plainly intimaring 
that Alexander himſelf, and the Perſoar 
before him , had a Lawful Intereſt 
and Title ; and. they likewiſe tell us of 


the Romans, that they were the Lawful py, 32, 


Magiſtrates of the 7ews. Bur nothing 
will ſerve the Dr's turn, bur the 
Power muſt be as unjuſt as the means ; 
and if jr was granted him, I wonder 
what he would make of ir. That 
would cerrainly be-a very odd reaſon 
for SubjeRion, he that partakes with 
Injuſtice, ( as he cerrainly does that 
Jjoyns with it) partakes with the G uile 
tov. And if the Power be unjuſt, then 
to aber, ro defend, ſupport and main- 
rain that Power, mult be anjuſt hke- 
wiſe. The Dr's ſhift of Legal Rights, 
and God's Rights will ftand him in no 
ſtead, for that will ſerve all Caſes as 
well as his; God hath a Right to rake 
away any mans Life, or Eſtate, as well 
as a Throne. Bur if this be done by 
IWegal Ways; it is not God's Right and 
E S@- 
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Sovereignty that hinders, but'we are 
bound to purſue the Wicked Iaftru- 
ments, and to bring them to Puniſh- 
rent ; and whoever adheres to them 
is a Thief and a Murderer equal to 
them. And if we ferfake the Laws 
and the plain Rules of Prattice, and 
apply our ſelves ro Providences, and 
God's Righrs' of Creation, we muſt 
be forced ro quit Truth and Juſtice, 
and adhere to a Company of Thieves, 
Lyars, and Murderers. | 

3. To the Cale of Foaſh and Atha- 
lah, the Dr. gives two Anſwers, 

1 The firſt is this : All that this 
Story amounts to is no more than this, 
That whin a Legal and Rightſi 
is afudlly poſſeſſed of the Throne , tht 
ſubjetts may return to thiir Allegiance, 
aud by bis Authority proſecute the #ju"= 
per, &c. I Anſwer, The Story amounts 
ro a prear deal more; and that 14, That 
Subje&s may fer the Rightful Heir up-" 
on the Throne, altho ir be in the a- 
Qual Poſſeſſion of an Uſurper z for 
ſo %boiada and the People did; they 
ſer up the Right Heir, and cjefted 
the Utſufper, tho ſhe had been in the 
Poſſeſſion of the "Throne for fix Years: 
But (faith the Dr.) The Rightful Heir 
was afiually poſſiſſed of the Throne, for 
Jozſh was firit Anointed and Proclaim- 


' &4, before any one ſtirred « finger again(} 


Athaliah. Bur is the Dr.ſure, that Foaſb 
was aRually Poſſcefied of the Throne g 
He was Anointed indeed: Butis A- 


| nointing aRual Poſſeſſion ? and It will 


not be eafie to prove ir according to the 
Drs. Notion of Poſſeſſion, of having the 
the whole Adminiſtration of Aﬀairs , 
and) all the Authority of the King- 
dom in his hands, for ſure Athatiab 
had ſome: Bur however, who Anoint- 
ed? and who Proclaimed him ? And 
who pur him in Poſſeſſion & Why tru- 
ly no body elſe bur his own SubjeQts, 
and theſe very M-n that had lived ſix 
Years under the Uſurper. And then 


] percieve that Subje&v may ſtand by 
the Rightſul Heir agaioſt nn Uſurper, 


vl Herr 


tho poſicNied of rhe Throne for fome 
Years. But then, where is that Fide-. 
lity, Allegiance and Obedience, thar 
rhe Dr. ſays, we are bound to pay to 
Uſurped Powers ? But for all that, the 
Dr. goes on, and ſays; Now this is 6 
very different Caſt from .raifng Reb l- 
lion againſt « Prince who is in tht 
Foſſ1ſhon of tht Trrone, to veſlore ax 
ejedied one. And I pray, where bs this 
difference F A Man muſt open his Eyes. 
wide, that can ſee it ; Was not Athe- 
liab in thePoſlefiion oftheThrone when 
Zehoiada Anointed 7oajh? The Dr. may 
call 'this Rebel{/on .1f he pleaſe, 'and 
Athaliah called it Trqeſos, and per- 
haps upon the Drs. Principles : Bur 
for all that, Jeboiada and the Pco- 
ple did their Duty to their Rightful, 
Prince, and flew her that was in Poſ- 
_ "= the Throne, ., And that I 
uppoſe is no great Sign that t 
th Poſleſſion of the Theewe v7 
Providence was God's Authority, or 
that Allegiance was duc upon that ac- 
count, I know there is a difference be. 
tween Anointirg a New King, and Re- 
ering en Eje&ed one. But the Que- 
ſtion is concerning Allegiance to an 
om in the Poſſeſſion of the Throne, 
as to that there is no difference, 
For theſe pay as little Allegiance to 
an Uſurper, who Anoint a , and 
then Depoſe him, as thoſe who do ic 
to reſtore an ejeted one: And L 
would fain know what difference there 
is ( as to Allegiance to an Uſurper )- 
between Anointing a New King, and 
upon his Authority diſpoſſeſſing an 
Uſurper, and doing the ſame "Ting 
upon the Authority of one- already 
Anointed. ' 

2. His other Anſwer is, Thet God 
bimſelf bath intail'd the Kingdom of 
Judah on the Poſterity of David, and 
therefore nothing could yuſtifie their 
Submiſſion to an uſurper whe: the 
Kings Son was found ; but in other 
Kingdoms where Entails are made by 
Providerce , ther the placing «a Prince 

in 
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in the Thront, 3s & Reaſon to ſubmit to 
bin as God's Ordinance and Miniſter. 
To this I anſwer : | 

1. This Diſtinion._is not in the 
Conv9cation-Book, and ſo it docs not af= 
fe& their Senſe : They do not ſpeak 
with reference to it, when they call 
Atbaliah an Uſurper, and jultific the 
Proceedings of 7thoiada and the Peo- 
ple againſt her; but the Reaſon they 
give is general, The Right Heir of the 
Kingdom bring alive, which extends 
ro all Kingdoms that are encail'd, and 
go by Succeſſion : And ir is plain they 
thought of no ſuch Difference as to 
this matter : bur that a thorough Ser- 
tlement of a Government ( and tho 
attained by rhe ſame ill means ) was 
the ſame rhing, aud had God's Au- 
thoriry in Fadch as well as any other 
Nation, as in the Inſtances of the Bz- 


bylonians, Mactdonians and Romans, 


whoſe Government over the Jews 
was "not attained by haneſter means 
than Athziiah's, and was as much con - 
rrary to the entail upon David's 
Houſe as hers ; and yet they juſtifie 
and require Obedience to them, but 
juſtifie che laying of her : And chere- 
fore It is plain, that by a thorough 
Settlement they do not mean a full 
Pofleffion of Power, for Athaliah had 
as full «Poſſeſſion of Power fa the 
Kingdom of 7udab, as had the Baby- 
lonians, Macedonians, Or Romans, nor 
do they reckon God's Entail upon 
David's Poſterity any ground of Dif- 
ference in this marrer, - for the Go- 
vernment of 7udab by Babyloxians 
was 4s much contrary to that Earl, 
as the Government of Athaliah. 

2. The Drs. A will cqual- 
ly juſtifie Submi w Athaliah in 
the 'Kingdom of Z4d.h, potwichſtand- 
Jong ſuch encall, as to an Uſurper in a- 
ny other Nation. I ſhall inftance ja 
two; his Argument from Providence, 
oh his Argument from the necefficy 
of Government for the Preſervation 
of Human Soc:t99. 
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1, His Arguments from Providence: 
Theſe equally fir Athalieh , and ſhe 
had the ſame Preteofions ro Provi- 
dence, as any other Uſurper hath or 


can have : The Dr. tejls us expreſly, P48. 12, 


That it makts no difference in this Caſe 
to diſtinguiſh between what God permits, 
and what be dots; for this diftintion 
does not relate to the tuents of things, 
but to the Wick:dneſs of Men, which 
God only permits; but the Events of af! 
things are #n bis hands, and are order- 
ed and diſpoſed by his Will and Council, 
as they muſt be, if God governs the Tori. 
Now, according to this Doria, 4- 
thaliah's  Uſurpation was tle AR of - 
God, and as much fo «s any other UL. 
ſurpation : Her wick:d Counſels and De- 
ſigns God ouly permitted, as he does 
thoſe of ocher Uſurpers ; but her a&y- 
al Poſſeſſion of the Throne was wha _ 
God appointed, and was as much or- © 
dered and diſpoſed by his Decree and - * 
Council, as thar of any Uſurper in the 
whole World. Farther, the Dr. ſays, if 
there were ſuch a Diſtonition, we ought- 
in reaſon to aſcribe the Aluancement of - 
Kings to Gods decreq and council, becauſe 
it is the principle. At of Providence 
which bus ſo great, an influence on the 
Government of.cts world ; and if be de- 
cree and order any events , certainly be 
peculiarly orders ſuch events as will do' 
moſt good , or moſt hurt $0 the warid. 
And this firs Ath«liah's Caſe as well as 
any other ; and it ſcems her Advance- 
ment to the Throne was n>t only God's 
Decree, but his pecaliar Decree and 
Order ; for that evenc'as well as any 
other Uſurpation, had a great influence, 
and migh: do much good or hurt in 
the World. Farther yet according 
to this Do&rine, the Dr, ſays, That 
ALL Kings ( and theaſure Athaliab 


among the reſt) are equally Rightfid Pag. Ba: 


with reſpedt to God; for thoſe are all 
Rightſal Kings, who are placed in the 
Torone by God, (as Athbaliab was) and 
it is 4mpoſhbie thire ſhould be a wrong 
Kang, unleſs a Man could make bim- 
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ſelf King whetht? God will cf id. Now 
I only ſuppoſe, that Athaliah could 


not do what is impoſſible, nor ( if ſhe 
had never ſo mt Ming to ad could 


ſhe make herſelf Queen, whether God 


would or no, The Dr. further adds, 
He | is our King who is ſetled in the 
Throne in the aflua! Aamininſtration of 


Soueriign Pewer, for Kirg is the Name - 


of Pouer and Authority , not of mere 
Kight. Now Athalizh had the aQual 
Adminiſtration of Sovereign Power, 
ard therefore according to the Dr. 
ſhe was Queen by God's Authority, 
tho noe by the Law of the Land, and 


- Allegiance muſt be due ro her as well 
- as to any other, And :II the Drs, Ar- 
guments are as concluſive and valid. 


for Submifſion ro Athaliah, as for Sub- 
miſſion roany Body elſe : But if theſe 
Reaſ.nings be navght with reſpeR to 
her, ſo are they alſo with re/pe& ro 
any other Uſurparion ; for if theſe be 
not certain Signs of © God's Decree 
and Council, Thar a Perſon ſo poſ- 
fefſed of the Throne, ſhould be own'd 
as King, and ſubmitred ro, then they 
are no Rule ſor us; if chey are, then 
they were a Rule for the Fews, and 
*s mere trifling to talk of God's en- 
railing the Crown, as if God was ty- 
ed any more to the entails of his 
own making, than he is to Human 
Entai's, and his own Decrecs and 
Orders would not cut off his own 


'Entails, as well as thoſe of men, If the 


Pofleſſion of -the Throne by Provi- 
dence be a clear and demonſtrative E- 
vidence, that fuch a Perſon hath God's 


Authority, and that God would have 


him obey'd as King , then it's ſo not» 
withſtanding any Encail made by him. 
ſelf : Bur then if ir be not ſuch a de- 
monſtrative Evidence, not only the 
DoRor's pn gres is uſeleſs to his 

rpote, but all his Arguments are un- 
Lanlrrb and Sanific noing. 

2, His Argument drawn from the 
neceſſiry of Government to the pre- 
ſexyation of Hamann Society ; now I 


ſuppoſe the Dr. will grant me, that 
the People of Fudahb Cs a Human 
Society, and then there js nor one Ar. 
gumenc the Dr. uſes, but what will ec 
qually conclude for ſubmiſfion to 4tha- 
[iah as to any other Uſurper, and the 
Dr. here argues from the. nature of 
the thing, which is equally the ſame 
in all Governments, Now the Dr. tells 
us, That Human Soczetirs muſt not d5(- 
jolve into a Mobile, or My, Hobs's ſtate 
of Nature, becauſe the Legal Prince bas 
loſt his Throne , and can no longer Go- 
vern. For the end of Civil Government, 
is the ſafety and tranqui lity of Human 
Societies, and whatſorver is neceſſary 
and uſeſul to this end, bicomes a auty, 
Now the ſafety of the Zewiſh Society 
was as much the end of thar Govern- 
menr as of any other, and if for the 
preſervation of Human Socicty, ft be 
neceſſary ro ſubmir co #2 Uſurper, jr 
was likewiſe neceſſary for the Peop'e 
of Fudah to ſubmit. to Athaliab, bh 
ir was not neceſſary for their pre- 
ſervation , or if that neceſſity would 
nor juſtifie, their Submiſſion ro an 
Uſurper in that Kingdom, then it is 
lain that ſuch a Submiſſion cannor 
warranted from the ends of Go- 
vernment, let theſe ends be what they 
will. It is not ro be doubted but men 
may do ſome things for the preſerva- 
tion of a Society, while they are under 
an Uſurper ; but that will nor ſerve the 
Drs. turn except they go through with 
the matrer, and do every thing that js 
due to a rightful King. - Biſhop San- 
derſon owns it lawful to pay ſome kind 
of ſubmiſſion, as to defend the Country 
againſt a Forein Enemy, to preſerve 
Trade and Commerce, e>c. But with- 
out ay regard to the Authority of 
the Uſurper or his Laws; for he has 


no Authority, and his Laws do not 


oblige in Conſcience, e#;. Now the 
Dr. tells us, He #annot be of bis mind, 
for if the ſaſtty and tranquillity of 


Human Soclttits require any thing of 


#s, it both requires and juſtifies a great 
| geal 
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deal more: Well, whatſoever it re- 
quires, I hope it required as much in 


the Kingdom of Judah as any where 


elſe. And by that we ſhall eafily di- fi 


ſcern the force of the Dr's Argument. 
1. He ſays, As the Brſhrp ſtates the 
matter, this deſliroys Cruil Govern- 
ment,and a governed (ociety, for here u 
neither King nor Subjet,no Authority 
ro —— nor duty to obey, and no 
man will call this a Csvil Government, 
or ſociety to which Authority and Obe- 
dience is Eſſential. Well now, I ask 
the Dr. what mult the Subjects of 7u- 
dah do, Athaliah had got the Poſſeflion 
of the Throne for fix years, 2nd what 
would become of Society all that while? 
why *tis plain as can be, they mult own 
her Authority, and pay Allegiance to 
her : For ſays the Dr. If Human So- 
cieties muſt be preſer#'d, then the ne+ 
ceſſities of Government give Authority 
to the Prince, and lay an Obligation of 
Duty on the SubjeR : if God will pre- 
ſerve Human Societies, we muſt con- 
clude, that when he removes one Kirg 
out of the Throne, he gives bis Autho- 


rity to him, whom he places there ; for 


without Authority, Human Societies 
muſt di:band. This methinks 1s very 
bo'd, as if God had no other way of 
preſerving Human Society, but accord- 
ing to our Fancies, and Scheme of Po- 
liticks, but however it concludes ſuffi. 
ciently againſt the Dr. for if Human 
Society cannot be preſerv'd, but by the 
Authority of an Uſurper, -and if God 
will e Human Society, it muſt 
be concluded that he hath given his 
Authority to him that Poſleſles the 
Throne, then he had given his Antho- 
rity to Athaliah, or elſe all theſe dread- 
ful conſequences muſt follow, and the 
Society of Fudah muſt disband, and 
come to nothing. But then if it did not 
neceſfarily follow , that ſuch ſtrange 
things muſt come to pals in the 6 years 
of Athaliahs Uſurpation ;.or however 
that that was not a ſufficient Reaſon 
for transferring their Allegiance to her, 


then *tis plain that the Dr's Argument, 
from the Nature of the thing is not 
true ; Nor does he conclude rightly 
rom it. And the Caſe is the ſame in 
what follows. | 
2. I would ash (fays he) whether the 
Care of my own dren and pub- 
lick, duty, &c. do oblige me in Con- 
ſeience to obey, and ſubmit to the Go- 
vernment,and the Prince who governs, 
and to wiſh, and pray for, and do my 
utmoſt to endeavor ther proſperity ; 
if it does, this is the ſame with Allegi- 
ance, -and then we may ſwear it tos ; 
if not, then T am at hiberty to diſturb 
the Government ; and how ( fays the 
Dr.) does this contribute to the ſafety, 
and Tranquility of Human Socacties ? 
That queſtion it does not concern me to 
anſwer ; But this I ſay, that if it proves: 
that weare bound in Conſcience, tor the 
ſafety of Societies,to pray for, and to en- 
deavour the proſperity of an Uſurpzd. 
Government; it proyesalſothat the peo- 
ple of Fudah, were obliged. in Conſci- 
ence to do the ſame for Athaliah;and if 
it does not prove that, then it dors nat 
prove, that the Tranquillty of Human. 
Society is a ſufficient Reaſon to Oblige 
Men in Cor;ſcience to fubmit to, to. 
pray for, and to.endeavour the Proſpe- 
rityof an Uſurper. 
3.Suppoſe the Government ſhould not: 
think it ſelf ſafe, to leave all Men at 
liberty to diſturb it, but ſhould require 
an Oath of Fidelity cohich 1s the Uni 
verſal Praftice of all Governments, 
what ſhould the Subjects of Fudab do 
m this Caſe > Whytruly there is no re- 
medy, they muſt cen ſwear; for the Dr: 
tells-us, Should every Man refuje the 
pion tir om _—_ _ ry enoug /> 
toc at muſt be the effe& of thu, 
bur rhe utter Ruin and deſtruiion of ' 
the Nation. But then if all this;and ten 
tunes mare would not prove, that the 
People of Fudab might lawfully ſwear 
Allegiance to Athalzahb; then it will 
prove that the Dr. is-miſtaken in his 
Argument, and nothing can be, con- 
cluded 
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cluded from it. TI ſhall paſs over his 
next Reaſon, which norwithflandiog 


is equally applicable to the. ſame pur- 


e, and come to his | 

5s. Which is concerning the - preſu- 
med conſenr of the ejected Prince. 
Now {lays the Dr.) If we w:!l preſume, 
we ſhould preſume all that is reaſonable, 
}. ec. al that is neceſſary ſor the preſerva- 
tion of his Sabjecis, when be can Govern 
them no longer ; and then we may priſume 
his Conſent to Oaths of Allegiance; all 
this [ hope may be preſumed as well 
in 7«4ab, as'any other Country, Bur 
now the Lr. comes to” Clench the Bu» 
ſineſs, and tho he will not meddle with 
that Queſtion, whether a King leaving 


bis Kingdoms 3n «4 Fright be Abdication; 


yer this (faith he ) ove may reaſozah 

preſume, That a King who forſakes bis 
Kingdom to Fe bis own ſafety, will 
give bis Subjeftt leave to conſult theirs , 
if this will juſtifie a King to ſave bim- 
ſelf by leaving bis Kingdom, why will it 


-not juftifie Subjefts, when thiiy King has 
{ ſt them, to ſubmit and comply with the . 


prevailing Powers, as far as 3s niceſſary 
ts preſerves themſelves ? That is, even by 
Oaths of Allegiance, if that be neceſſary. 
Now let us Transfer this to the King. 
dom of Fudeh, 4thaliah had killed as 
many of the Kings Children as ſhe 
cculd find, ro make way for herſelf, 
and Joaſh was take #way to ſave his 
life. > And therefore the People of. 
Zudab might Confa't their ſafety, and' 
ro ſave their Places, and Preferments, 
might become her SubjeRs, and pay 
her the ſame Allegiance as was dae 
tro the moſt Lawful Prince in the 
World, and ſwear an Oath of Fidetity 
to her to defend her agzinft all Mev, 
even againſt him, whom they own'd; 
and acknowledg'd had the Right ro 
the Throne. For (faith mhe Dr.) Setf- 


Preſervation is as math a Law to Sub-" 


jetts as £1 the Prince. But then, 'iF it 
does got prove thar, then tie Biſhop 
is in the right ,, and the Dr. iv the 
wrong. And whatever clic we'may do 


to preſerve the Societies, and 

ſelve;, We may not ſwear Allegiance, 
nor own the Authority of an Ulſurper. 
And now.are not theſe pure Argu- 
ments? The Inſtance che Dr. pretends 
to anſwer, ſers them in a clear light, 
and diſcovers the fallacy of them ber- 
ter than any trains of Diſcourſe. The, 
Dr, knows, that an Argument thar 
proves too much, is as faulty as one 
thar proves too little : Every body ſees 
that they prove nothing in that Caſe, 
that has reſpe& ro them, and therefore 
they prove no: hing in ours, and with 
refoeR ro us; for there is nor one Ar- 
gument (if it have aty force) but what 
equally concludes for their Submiſſion 
ro an Uſurper, as for us; f.r the ends 
of Government are the ſame ip all 
Countries, and ſelf-Preſervation, and 
Preſervation of Society, and the nece\- 
fry of Gove.nment in order to it. 
All theſe are the ſame with reſpeR co 
Judah as to any other Society, for [ 
hope God's cntail did nor make the 
preſervation of the Society to be a leſs 
in. them thao in others. If it be 

aid the Providence of God will take 
care in ſuch extraordioary caſes, I ſay 
ſo too ; bur then this is univerſal like- 
wiſe, and the Dr. who hath talked ſo 
much of Providence, might have let us 
have ſome of ic here, where 'cis ſcaſgn- 
able and proper, and the Application 
trac; \n all ſuch ſtreights and difficul- 
ties, we muſt refer our ſelves to God's 
Providence, to find our a way for the 
ſafety of our ſelves and the Society,and 
not make a way for our ſelves, and 
a& unwarrancably ;and I am certain we 
have more ground ro hope that God 
will anere us and our Society, by 
keeping firi&ly ro our duty, than by ta» 
king up unjuſtifiable Mechods of our 
own. ' & Kingdom can hardly be fup- 
poſed to be in greater ſtreights in this 
matrer,chan the Kingdom of Fudah was 
all choſe'fix Years bf A;baliabs Ulurpa- 
tjon ;/'Sur forall that, rhefe formitable 
baſinefſcs; of dicharding Sothttirs, nf ruin 
ng 


- be cannot command, Now the 
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ing 4 Nation, was no reaſon at all for 
their ſwearing to her ; 'bur they rruſt- 
ed God's Providence, and fo maſt 
we, which ( as the Dr. can rel} us 
when it ſerves his turn) tabrs cars of 
all extramdinary Caſts, and there we 
mall leave them. 

Whart follows jo the Dr. is migh- 
ry fine : He does not think that Prote- 
Aion and Allegience; but be thinks 
Government and Allegiance are ſuch Re- 
latives, as the one camot ſubſiſt with. 
out the other, if 1he- Prince cannot Go- 
vern , the Prople Cannot Obty ; and 
not . him, they mu 
him, and kilt him, and do their ut. 
moft ro rain him: for ſaith he, Js 


far as be quits bis Government he quits” 


their ( his Subje&ts )' Allegiance, and 
leaves bis Subjefls & the dovs his 
Crown, to be poſſeſſed by enotinr 1 "that * 
is, fo ſoon as 7oaſh was taken away 
and hid, the Subjetts were forth- 
with diſcharged of their Allegiance 
ro him, and they as well as his 
Crown, were to be poſſeſſed by 4- 
thatiah; for as the Dr. ſays, may 
have a Legal Right to both, but be can- 
xzot aftyally have the Subjetty Alleriance 
without the Crown; nor (can Subjetls 
pay bim their Allegianct without bis be- 
ing reſtored to the Poſſeſſion of his 
Throne, no more than they can obey, 9 
.te 

us, Thi, is as certain as any Propoſfiti- 
on in. Logic: And for all thar, it is 
as plain a fallacy as ever I mer with, 
and the inftance before us lays it o- 
pen, and I ask the Dr. Was the Reffo- 
ring 7oaſh to the Throne an AR of 
thelr Allegiance or no? If nor, What 
Duty was 1t? But if it was, then Alle- 
glance follows the Perſon of the King, 
tho he be out of then Poſſeſſion of the 
Throne. 1 know the Dr. rells us, 
That FOASH was firſt Anointed, 
and proclaimed, befort any one flirred 
4 Finger again 1THALIAH, 
But if that made avy alceration in the 
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ar all, 'rhey are 


matrer, had Athaliah come bur ans 


hour ſooner, the Subje&ts muſt have 
been all her own, for ( ſhe was ia Tol- 
ſeflion of the Throne) and were bound 
in Conſcience to ſtand by her, and if- 
ſhe requized ir 1o have knocked 7oaſh 
on, the head, as a Capiral Enemy to 
her Government, Bur the- Dr, know; 
well enough, that his women 1s Leng 
Proelaiming did nor make him King, 
bur that (accerding ro the Rules of 
Succeffion in tharand other Kingdoms ) 
he' was King all the time of Athalials 
and Allcgiauce was due to 
him, and upon the Account of thaz- 
they reſtored him. And then ir fol- 
lows, that All is due to a 
Prince, tho his Throne be poſleſled 
by an Ufarper. The Foundarion the 
Dr, builds all this upon is a miſtake, 
And that is, That Government and Al- 
legiance ant ſuch Rilatives a3 do MYy- 
TuO SE -PONERE ET TOLL 
LCERE, Now by. Gbvernmenrt the 
Dr. means the Actual Adminifirari- 
on of fr. And'chen Government and 
Allegiance are fo far from ſuch- 
Relarives, that _ are no'R 
y the Aﬀs of Re. 
hives, and to ſay the 'Atts of Rela- 
rives are Relatives, is ſo far from be- 


ing as certain as any Propoſition in Lo- * 


gic, thar ir is Logical Non-ſence ; ir 
Is-ro ſay, That the ARual Government 
of a Maſter, and the Obedience of 
cervants are Relatives 3 © that if 
a Maſter be Spirited away, or taken 
Captive, ſ© as he can give no Dire - 
Rions In His Family, nor ARually 
Govern. jt, his Servants immediately 
teaſe to be hls Servants, and the Re-- 
lation is exrin&, and when in ſome 
rime after he recovers his Liberty 
and returns ro his Family , he 
finds his Houſe thrown our at win- 


dows, or his Servants flown, or his - 


Family beftowed vpon another Ma- 
ſter. thar will Govern it , for they 
have nothing to do with him ; the 
Relarion was only berween bis Actual 

Govern- 


= 
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Gevernment and their Obedience : 
And faith che Dr. hen one the 
Kelatives is loſt, the Relation 3s de- 


flroy'd, ard, nothing but the Memory of 


it left, The Relation is only berween 
King and S1bjeR, and the ARual Ad- 
miniſtration of Government of the one 
hand and paying Allegiance on the 0- 
ther, are bur che As of that Rela- 
tion, and Conſcquenrial to ir, but are 
not Relatives themſelves, nor do they, 
mictuo ſt ponere &* tollerez if a Suvjet 
is raken Captive , or otherwiſe hin- 
dered from paying Atual Allegiance, 
is the Relarion loſt, and docs he there- 
fore immediately ceaſe to be a Sub- 
jet ? And therefore neither doth a 
King, if he be hindered from the A- 
Hual Adminiſtration of Government, 
ceaſe tro be a King ; bur hath the ſame 
Righr to our Allegiance, in and out of 
Poſleſſion : ps on was due to 70- 
a{h,hefore he Actually adminiſtred the 
Government; Nay, when an Uſurper A- 
Rually Adminiſired jr, and fo it was to 
David, tho he fled out of the Country. 
Before havc done with thisinſtance, 
there is another 1 to be remark'd 
from ir; the Dr. in his Preface tells us 
concerning Schiſm, that che Privciples 
a-Pamphler proceeds upon, are ſuch as 
would have made all che Fews Schiſma- 
ticks, when the High Prieſt became 
Annual, and makes the Greeh Church 
Schiſmaticks, as often as the Grand 
Seignior changes their Patriarch. Now 
I have bur one queſtion-co ask him, 
and ir is in the inflance before us ; 
ſuppoſe Athaliah ſhould have depos'd 
7:hoiade, and put another High Prieſt 
2n his place, who were the Zews bound 
in Conſcience ro Communicate wih ? 
or docs he bclieve they would have de- 
ſerted Jihoiags, and have joyn'd them- 
ſelves any more to Athaliab's High 
Prieſt, thanthey. did to Athaliah her- 
ſelf : When the Dr.*-gives me a clear 
anſwer to this, he ſhall hear more 
-of my mind. _ 
3+ The Dr's DiſtinAion is againſt 
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him. *Tis true, God did entail the 
Kingdom of Fud4h on the Family of 
David, aud for that reaſon they ought 
not to ſubmic co an Uſurper, bur this 
is ſo far from being a Reaſon,. why 
they may Submic ro one in other 
Kingdoms, where Eorails are made 
by Laws, that it is a Reaſon, and a 
very- good one, why they ought nor: 
For God's entailing the Crown of 7u- 
- dah, was the Law of that Kingdom in 
that reſpeR, and the People of other 
Kingdoms are as much bound ro ob- 
ſerve their own Laws, as the People of 
Judah were theirs. All Human Laws 
that are juſt, bind in Conſcience, and 


( according to the Dr's own Principles) - 


Theſe Laws were made by God's Ao- 
r - So that the Dr. miſtakes che 
Queſiton; we do not oppoſe Human 
Laws to God's Authority, but we op- 
poſe Laws that are made by God's Au- 
thoricy, and which are a Rule to us, to 
Provideace which is no Rule. When 
God entail'd the Crown upon David's 
Poſterity, they had then a Legal Righr 
roir, and ſo hath every Famil re ore 
Kingdoms upon which an made 
by the ReſocAive Laws of the Country. 
King Charles IL. had as good a Right 
to the Crown of England as Joaſb had 
to that of JZud.h, and Cromwell's Us. 
ſurpation was no more a Bar to him, 
nor gave Cromwell by his Poſſeſſion of 
the Throne, any more Right ro pur Al- 
legiance, than Athaliab's was agaiaſt 
Joaſh ;, or than her Poſlciſion gave her 
a Right to the Allegiance of the People 
of Judah : God gave other Policical 
Laws to his People, as well as this of 


« ucceiſion, but will any Man fay there- 


fore, that the Municipal Laws in other 


Countries were not In all Reſpe&s as. 


binding, to the ReſpeRive People. 
Bur tro come nearer to Onr purpoſe : 
The Diviſion of the Land of Canaan to 
the Twelve Tribes was expreſly Com- 
manded by GOD himſelf ; and 
here we may try the full ſtrength of 
the Dr's Argument, The Poſſeſſion 


of 
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of the Land of Canaan, to each Tribe 


- and Family was allotted, and appointed 


by Ged's expreſs Command, but the 
Poſſeflions in all other Countries, are 
only by his Providence. _ And there- 


fore ( according to the DoCtar's way of 


Renonmgy every Man that wrongfully 
poſſeſſed himfelt of another Man's E- 
ſtate in that Land, muſt be made* to 
reſtore it ; for God had expreſly given 
it tothe other, and to his Family. But 
in all other Countries, it a Man by 
Providence, get. his Neighbor's Eſtate, 


 »he muſt haveit ; for the Event is God's 


Pap. 25. 


Act, ard 'tis his evident Decree, and 
Council, that he ſhould have it, and to 
deny it, # t0 ſay that God as well as 
Men, 1; confin'd to human Laws in 
diſpoſing of Eſtates. But now if this 
be falſe Reaſaning, and ſuch Acts of 
Providence are no fign that it is God's 
Will he ſhou!d have the Eſtate, but 
the Laws of the Land muſt take place 
notwithſtanding; Then it is plain the 
Dodtor's Diltinction is vain, and there 


' is not that difference in this reſpect, 
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between the Laws that God himſelf 
makes, and thoſe that are made by his 
Authority z for God gave the Eltates 
of private Men to them and their Heirs, 
as expreſly- as he did entail the Crown 
upon David's Family. 
There is one thing the Dr. aflerts, 
which ( if it were true ) would over- 
throw all that is faid, and therefore de- 
ſerves to be conſidered; and that is, 


command us ogy 
e of Subjects to Ulur- 


Laws of God, : though . we arc for- 
bid ſo to doby the-Laws of the-Land. 
Now if the Doctor could prove this 
as ſtrongly, as he affirms it, he hath 


to Oo 


ined the Cauſe ; for there is no di- 
pute, but we mutt Obey the Laws of 
God, before thoſe of Men,: But where 
is this Law of God that commands us 
Uſurpers > Where is it ever 
affirm'd in Scripture in expreſs Terms, 
or deduced trom thence by 'evident 
Conſequence ?J This Law had need be 
very clear and evident, and the Dr. had 
need be very ſure of it, when he builds 
not only his Book, but his Practice up- 
on it, in plain Contradiction ( by his 
own Conftetlion.) to the-Laws of the 
Land. He owns the Laws of the Land 
are the Rule of Conſcience, and if 
thoſe be clear and certain, and it be 
doubtful, and uncertain, whether the 
other be the Law of God or no, un- 
biafſed Conſcience wonld ſoon deter- 
mine the Caſe, that we are bound to 
follow that which is certain and plain, 
rather than that which is doubtful and 
obſcure : Now thatit isnot clear, that 
there is ſuch a Law of God, isevident, 
not only from the Controverſies about 


. it in the late diſmal Times of Uſurpa- 


tion, but that no Learned Men could 
ever eſpy this Law, before the times of 
Fohn Gooa -_ the — have 
a great opinion of his own Judgment, 
if ke think that himſelf, Fobn Good- 
pe ev — can bear up the 
Aut of this Interpretation agai 
all the World. The Dr. hunfelt tells 
us with R to the Titles of Prin- 
ces, That + 
mong Learned Men; and 
Sſhauld Unlearned Men uuderſtand 
them ? And I cannot think ( faith he) 
that the reſolution of Conſcience in ſuch 
m_ - _ nd = += <emg 
i», ſhould de uch Niceties 
a Learned Men ann cannot 
agree in. And is not this the Caſe of the 
main Principle, and indeed the only 
material Argument in his whole Book ? 
And it concludes more ſtrongly againſt 
him ; for the current Judgment of 
Learned Men is on the other fide, and 
not many, if any Learned Man beſides 
F himſelf, 


are great Diſputes &- Pag- 19. 
A = 


Pg. 11, 


. he ymoves King s,aud ſetterh 


(42) 


himfelf, ever he!d there was ſuch a Law, 
or concurred with him in his Interpre- 
tation/ of Scripture ; fo that, ' it he 
could give a plauſible Account of his 
own interpretation, it would hardly 
be ſufficient to warrant ſuch a Book, or 
fuch a PraQice, contrary to a plain 
and known Rale, nd about which 
there is otherwiſe no Controverſie. And 
this 1 take to be a ſufficient Anſwer; 
however, I ſhall brtetiy Confider what 
hearges from Scrip'ure. 

Thoſe Teſtimonies he Cites from 
the Old Teſtament, That God giveth 
Kingdoms to whorrſocurr he will, that 

P Rings, 
Dan..g. 17 & 2.21. 37. Thele are 
certainly true, but nothing to his pur- 
pole ; lor God did always fet up, and 
remove Kings; bnt this Was no Evi- 
detice that God would have Uſurpers 
Obeycd as Kings, as is evident in the 
Caſe of Athaliah. And God did as 
much remave Kings, and ſet up Kings 
in the Kingdom of Faudah, as in_any 
otber Kingdom. And therefore it can- 
not from theſe Expretiions be neceſ- 
ſarily concluded , That every Perſon 
that gets Polleflion of the Throne, is 
a King, and ought to have the Duties 
belonging to a King, paid tohim. But 
the truth is, the Doctor throughout his 
Book, begs the Queſtion: © He takes 
it for granted, That every Uſurper is a 
King', - when. that is the thing to be 
proved; and he knows all Learned 


Men deny that an Ufurper-is a King, 


as Athaliah was no Queen, though 
the had got the Pofleflion of © the 
Throne ; ar.d what is fetting up Kings 


. to an Uſurper, who 18 no King: How- 


ever, when Perſons have Poflefſion. of 
tie Throne who havea Legal Title, et- 
ther by Deſcent or other Acquiſition, 
and who' are Kings by the Conſent of 
a'l Matkind, it 1s plain, that. God 'ſets 
tz:m up. - And tt cannot neceſſarily be 
condluded, that any more'ts meant by 
Gaid's ſetting up Kings. And it it 
cannot be neceflarily concluged, then 


here is not from. thence any ſufficient 
Warrant, to call every Uſurper God's 
K:ng, and to pay Duties to them ac- 
cordingly ; as Athaliah was not God's 
Queen, though ſhe had Pofſefiton of 
the Throne, and though God remov'd, 
and ſet up Kings then, as well as in any 
other Ape. 


His Teſtimony from the New Te- 


ſtament is, Rom. 13. t, 2. Let every 
Soul be Subjett tothe Higher Powers, 
for all Power is of God, &c. Now by 
Powers ( contrary to the current of all 
good Interpreters ) the Doctor under- 
ttands Ufurped as well as Lawfal Pow- 
ers ; and his Reaſon is becauſe the Scr:- 


-piuire makes no diſtinftion between 


Kings, and Uſurpers. Now IT had 
thought the Caſe of Athaliah had been 
a Dittin&tion , and had this Precept 
been given in thoſe days, I wonder 
whether any Body would have doubted 
of whom 1t ought to be underſiood, 
whether of Athalzah, or Foaſh. Bat 
( faith the'DoCtor ) If the Apoſtle had 
intended ſuch a Diftinftion, he ought 
to hate ſaid it in expreſi words. And 
why fo I pray? Does not the Nature 
of the thing ſufficiently diftinguifh it ? 
Ard are there not general Rules abonit 
Right ard Wrong, which extend to 
all Perſons and Caſes? Does not the 
Doctor Wwmſelf tell us, that S. Peter 


Paz. 18. 


Pag. 15 


explains S.: Pant, Submit your ſelves to Caſe f 


the Kieyg (i.e): faith the Dr. in S. 


Reſiſt, 


Paul's Phraſe to the Figher Powers, P, 142. 
and is there any need in ſuch Injuncti- © 


ons to diſtinguiſh between a King and 


no King 2 The Apoſtle exhorts ro Obey p7:þ, 1; 
them that have Rule over you, mean- 17. 


ing the Miniſter of the Goſpel ; now 
the A4po/t/e makes no diſtinction be- 
tween lawtul Miniſters and Intruders ; 
and therefore if any Man can but get 
a Congregation, / he 'muſt be the Pet- 
fon uhderftood '41r this- Precept,” and 
the Dr:knows the&te' hasbeen as much 
Uturpation of the Miniſtry as ever was 
of: Civil Government. - In ſhort, the 
Dr's Reaſon for his Interpretation is 

agauſt 


_- 
— * 


Pag, 34- 
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againſt him, There has ever been a 
Diſtinction in the World between Le- 
gal and Uſurped Powers, and 'tis pro- 
bable enough that St. Pal (who was 
fo Learned a Man } knew it ; andif he 
had intended to enjoin Obedience to 
Ufurped Powers,'tis probable he would 
have faid ſo: in expreſs Terms; but 
fince henever ſaid ſo, we have Reaſon 
to conclude he never intended it. 

4. In Anſwer to the Author, it is 
aſſerted above, That his Interpretation 
{ and the ſame may be ſaid of the Dr's. ) 
juſtifies an unreaſonable and impious 


Doctrine, by making the Acts or Per- . 


miffions of Providence, a Rule for 
Practice, againſt Right ard Juttice. 
Something of this the Dr. takes notice 
of and puts it into an ObjeCtion. Hvz 
not Pyrates and Robbers as good a Ti- 
tle ro my Purſe, as an Uſurper has to 
the Crown ? Dses not the Providence 
of God order and diſpoſe all theſe 
Events ? To which the Dr. thus An- 
ſwers; The Diſpute #5 not about Hu- 
man and Legal Right in either Caſe, 


but about Authority; Now no Man 


. pretends thai Thieves and Pyrates 


have God's Authority. 1 Anſwer; 
What is this to the Purpoſe 2 I know 
Tnieves and Robbers have not God's 


Authority , neither hath an Uſurper 3 


but have they not God's Providence as 
well as an Uſurper? And if Polſeftion 
of Authority by Providence, gives a 
Right to it, Why does not the Polleſ- 
fion of my.Pnrſe, by the ſame Provi- 


dence give a Right to it ? The Dr. pu s 


| into the Objection, Have not Rob- 
bers as good a Title tomy Purſe, as aa 
Nfarger to the Crown ? And it is cer- 
tain they have as good a Tile, for they 
have the very fame. I grant, That 
taking a Purfe, and taking Authority, 
are two Things, and fo are alſo Uſurpa- 
tion and Right. But the Queltion is 
about Providence, and that is the ſane ; 


he that takes a Purſe, takes it by Pro- 


vidence, as well as he that takes a 
Throne ; and it Providence gives a 


the D:'s Interpretation, a 


Right, the one hath-it as well, as the 
other. But, The Ser:pture ( faith the 
Dr.) expreſly tells us, that Kingdoms 
are diſpog'd of God,that all Pomer 15 of 

God; and does not the ſame Scripture - 
tell us, that the Earth is the Lord's,and 
the Fuſneſs thereof, that he difpoſcth of 
it as he pleaſes, that when Job was rob- 
bed, he (aid, The Lord bath raher 
away : But if the Scripture had nt 
ſaid fo, the Dr. ſays it ; for he tells vs 
all Events are God's ACt ard Dzed. 
And then it muſt follow, that the-Poul- 
ſeiſion of my Purſe by a Thief, 1s as 
muck God's Decree and Council, as 
the Poſeflion of the Throne. -The 
Dr. founds all this in GoJ's Creition ; 


God, faith he } # :h2 Natural Lord of Par. 15. 


the Warld, becauſe he made it, and 
no Creature bas any Right to Govern 
the Warld, or any part of it, but as he 
receives any Authority from God. And 
is not this the lame in all other Re- 
ſpets ? Are nat all Men's Eftates(304's 
as well 3s Authority And has any 
Man a Right to his Eſtate, but what 
God gives him? And does it thence 
follow,that what cver any Mancan pet 
by Providence, though it be never fo 
much againſt the Laws and common 
Right, it is his] -own, becauſe God is 
not tied to Human Laws, and hath 
a Right to the World by Creation, 
anJ1 may give it to whom he pleat. 
And I wonder what Reaſon there is, 
That 'tis a more certain Sign to us, 
that the Poſſeflion of Power by 'Pro- 
vidence gives any more Right to it, 
than the Potletſion of Goods, or an 
Eltate gives a Right to them. _.. 

5. It 1s before aflerted, That the 
Author's Interpretatio:1 reproacis the 
Vi-tue and Loyalty of theſe admnir.b!c 
Men that fuftered between the Y cars 
42 and 60. And the very ſame docs 
all his Ar- 
guments : Now this the Dr. take; n:- 
tice cf, but ſaysit is ony a Prejudice 
but no Argument, nor can be formed 
into an Arzument. And why not | 

F 2 | pi.y 2 


- 
» 
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pray? ' T had thought an Argument 
from Example had been an Argument, 
though not always a very good one. 
And yet ( whenit ſerves his Purpofe ) 

he can make uſe of a fingle Example, 
and that alſo very doubtful, as the 
Caſe of Faddus. But the Example of 
fo many Excellent Men, at once, and 
freſh in our Memories, and whoſe ve- 
ry Examples ſupported the Honour 
and Reputation of the Proteſtant Re- 
ligion, when the Dr's Arguments, and 
the Practices conſequent upon them, 
made it ſtink in the Noftrils of the 
World, and certainly ſuch Exampſes 
as theſe have their Weight, and de- 
ſerve from us, and all Proteſtants in the 
World, high Veneration- And it may 
juſtly move any Man's Indignation, - to 
ſee the Worthies of the World, and of 
our Church, mocked and diminiſhed, 
and repreſented as Knaves or Fools,and 
all to! ſupport a mean and pitiful Ar- 
gument, that has nothing in it. How- 


' ever the Doctor owns,that this 1s a Pre- 


judice; and fo it is, and a very conſi- 
derable one: And I wonder what he 
hath ſaid to remove it; not one Word 
to the puypoſe. He tells indeed of 
ſome Differences,but not one thatis any 
Difference as to the Matter before us, 


_ of Submiſſion to Uſurped Powers: I 


Pap. 26. 


ſhalt put them all together ; becauſe 
the Dr. ſays, 4/1 together they will be 
more than Anſwer enough ; and yet [ 
think all together, and as much more, 
will not make half an Anſwer. The 

are theſe: The great Villames of theſe 
Days, bare-faced Rebellion, the Mur- 
der of one of the beſt of Princes,the bar- 
barous Uſage of the King's Friends, 
by Sequeſtration, Plungers, Impri- 
ſonments ; Biſhops, &c. turned out, the 
Loyal Clergy could not keep their Li- 


Pengs without renouncing the Church 
ef 


ngland : The whole Government, 
end the Fundamental Conſtitution of 
the Nation was over-turned; And 
moreover, their Government was never 
ſettled, but frequently changerl and 
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modelled ; and they had not a Nation- 
al Conſent and Submiſſion ; fer the 
Rump mas not a Parliament, nor the 
Repreſentatives of the Nation. Now 
the Dr. maintains, That Submiſſion is 
due to Uſurped Powers, by what ill 
Means foever they attain it ; And that 
I think 1s Anfwer enough, That the 
Villanies he mentions, makes no Dif- 
ference in his Argument : The barb:- 
rous Uſage indeed, wade fone Difies 
rence in point of Igtereit, but none in 

int of Conſcience : for if they were 

und in Conſcience to ſubmit, they 


were fo, notwithſtanding ſuch Uſage. . 


( Vid. Dr. Sherlock's Caſe of Reſijt- 
ance : ) But the truth 1s, they met 
with fuch Uſage, becauſe they did not 
ſubmit ; if they would have ſubmit- 
ted, and turn, and [become Parties to 


the Government, they would have uſed 


them very kindly; and it may be, 
have reſtored their Eſtates and Livings. 
As to the Biſhops, Deans, and Clergy, 
the Caſe is concerning Civil Govern. 
ment, not Eccleliaſtical; and I do not 
find they were bound toabjure Epuſcor 
Fey; and I hope the being dilabled 
to keep a Living, eſpecially if it be a 
ood one, isnot a ſufficient Reaſon to 
ebel. If that be the Caſe, King W:- 
liam had beſt take care-to keep up the 
Rights of. the Church, or elſe the Da» 
Ctor's O.ith, and thoſe of his Brethren, 
do not bind them. As to the overturning 
the Conſtitution, that is but changing 
the Form of Government, as the Dr. 
knows the Convocation ſays,Mben:ſuch 
Degenerate Forms of Government are 
throughly ſettled ; and when the Dr. 
ſpeaks of Uſurped Powers in gene- 
ral, I ſuppoſe he does not mean it 
only of a King, but of a Government. 
Theſe Uſurpers had uſurped. the Pow- 
er of the Lords and Commons, as 
well as of the Kirg, but they were 
Ulurpers ſtill, and no more Ufurpers 
in that than in the other, except the 
Dr. thinks, that they that Uſurp upon 
the King, mult be Obeyed ; but they 
that 


Wy 


not. - But 

yernment was not ſettled ; if he could 
prove this, he might let all the reſt 
alone ; but why was it not ſettled 2? 
Becauſe it yas Frequently changed : 
but every of theſe Changes was a 
Settlement, if the Dr's Notion of a 
Settlement be right, and Cromwe! was 
fully poſſeſſed of the Throne for Five 
Years, and more fully and quietly than 
the Preſeat Government, all Scozland 
and Ireland, as well as England, was 
in his Hands. But as to the Nztional 
Canſent in Parliament, that is indeed 
p:rt of our Conftitution, but what ts 
that to Uſurpation, which may uſurp 
as well upon all Branches of the Con- 
{titution .as ypon one. The Dr. tells 
us, that Legal Rights is not in the 
Queſtion, God is. above. Law, and to 
whom he gives Authority, mult be 
obeyed, and the Polleflion of it 18 an 
Evidence” that he gives it. And if 
_. Cromwel pollelled the Authority of 
Kings, Lords and Commons, why then 
he Fa God's Authority in all theſe 
Reſpects, and ought to have been o- 
beyed. And let any Man read the 
Dr's Notion of a Settlement, ( and 
he tells us he deſpairs of ever feeing 
another ) and try it it will not fit Crom- 
wel in all Reſpects, juſt as if ir had 
been made for him. Tee. 3 


that uſurp upon the Parliament, . muſt 
But ith the Dr, ) the Go- 


- , But there is one thing more yet be- 
land, and that is an' Argument from In- 
terelt 5 and that I ſuppoſe 1s not much 
better than an Arguivent from Exam- 
ple: In the Late Times ( ſaith he ) 
of Rebelliort, all the Friends of Mo- 
rarchy, &c, were bound mm Intercſ! to 
take all opportunities to reſtore the 
King ; but were they not bound in 
hu he to the contrary * ſt they 
were not, all the DaCtor's Arguments 
are nothing ; if they were, then he 
has given a very Honorable Chara- 
Qer of theſe excellent Men, that they 
preferred their Intereſt to their Con- 
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ſciences, which if any Man can be- 

lieve, then I will engage to believe 

_ the - Arguments in the Doctor's 
ok. 


Before I end this, I ſhall offer the 
Dr. one Argument, and it is this: If 
Poſſeflion of Sovereign Power,  con- 
trary to Law, be God's Authority, and 
ought to be obeyed, then whatever So- 
vereign.Power a Prince poſlefles him- 
ſelf of, is likewiſe God's Authority, 
and ought to. be obayed: For, the 
formal Reaſon of Obedience to fuch 
a Prince 18, becauſe he hath God's 
Authority ; and the Evidence that he 
bath that Authority, is, becauſe he is 
pollefſed of Sovereign Power. And 
theretore, ſo tar as a Prince can poſſeſs 
himſelf of Sovereign Power, fo far he 
hath God's Authority, and ought to be 
obeyed. Now I take it for granted, 
and the Dr. will not deny if, That to 
be Abſolute and Arbitrary is not incon- 
ſiltegt with the notion of Sovereign 
Power: If therefore a Prince in a li- 
mited Monarchy, reſolves to be Arbi- 


trary, ( which the Doctor grants may. 4/4 of 
very ealily be, when he has all the ref. 


Power of the Kingdom in his Hands, 
and mult not be reliſted ) to make his 
Will the Law, and to exerciſe an ille- 
gal Power , he muſt be obeyed, as 
God's Authority, whatſoever the Laws 
of the Land ſay to the contrary. For, 
the Dr. tells us, That when oh Laws 


of the Land contradit the Laws of Pag. 52. 


God, they are no Rule to us, but their - 
Rh a4 muſt give place to Divine 
Authority: 1, e. When 'God gives a 
Man Authority ; and that is { accord- 
ing to him) when he is by Provi- 
dence poflefied of it , he muſt be 
obeyed, notwithſtanding any Injuncti- 
on of Human Laws. So that if a 
Judge ſwear to adminiſter you aC= 
cording to the Laws, or, if he does 
not ſwear, he 1s obliged toit; yet if 
the King command him to give Sen- 
tence without Trial, or Forms of _ 


134. 
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place to the Authority of God, which 
the King is poſſeſſed of. And then, 
alas! what will become of us, who 
refuſed to read the Declaration, and 
the Gentlemen of - Magdalen College ? 
we thought the Laws were our Rule, 
and they their Statutes, and ſo it ſeems 
they were; but if they contradicted 
the Authority of God as theydid. .f 
they contradicted the Power the King 
was potſelſed of , their Obligation 
ceaſed. Now, I ſuppoſe, no Body at 
that time diſp 
he had only Tomma them to 
cauſe another Preſident contrary to 
their Statutes and their Oaths, and 
bad not been able to Cruſh them, if 
they refuſed, ( the Dr's CharaQteriftick 
of a' Settlement in the Poffeffion of 
Power ) then the Statutes were their 
Rule, and they were bound in Con- 
ſcience to obſerve them ; but if he 
were: able to' Cruſh them, ( as what 
he actually did he was certainly able 
to do ) then their Obligation was to 
give place to'the Authority of God, 
manite{ted by Poſſeflion of Power, 
and they were bound in Conſcience 
to obſerve his Command, contrary to 
their Statutes and Oaths, in obedience 
to God's Authority, which is ſuperior 


to them. 


Now, this is a pretty plain Caſe ; 
and x the Dr's Arguments be good, 
then we our ſelves, and the. Fellows 
of Magdalen College, upon pretence 
of obeying the Laws, have -only bzen 
&#!iobeying God's Authority ; for the 
aſummg an I!lega! Power 1s no more 
a2gainit the Laws, thin Ilega/ and 
T.ſrped Powers ;- and God , when he 
gives Authority, 1s confined to our 
Laws and Conſtitution no more, in 
the extent of Power, than m the Per- 
ſon ; and the only Evidence that we 
þ-ve, that God pives it, 1s Poſ= 
i-:iron of it by Providence; and 


's Power, if” 


 helis bound to do it, for the Obliga- whatſoever Power, a Prince is, poſſef. 
"tion he has to the Laws muſt pive 


ſed of, hath the fame Evidence, and 
conſequently is a Branch of the ſame 
Authority. And Arbitrary Power is 
not inconſiſtent with the notion of. 
Sovereign Power, and whatever Limi- 
tations of Government there are now 
in the World, they are only Limita- 
tions made by Human Laws, and of 
no force againſt God's Authority : 
That 1s, in ſhort, there can be noe 
thing faid to juſtifie Obedience to a 
Pofleſſor of the Throne contrary to 


Law, but what is of equal force to 


juſtifie Obedience to the Exerciſe or 
ads of Iilegal Power, contrary to Law ; 
and the Conſcience is as much obli- 

to one as to the'other ; and that 


-43, That it is not t:&> Laws of the 


Land, but the Power of the Prince, 
which is the Rule of Conſcience. 
And here is the the plain Queſtion ; 
Had the Gentlemen of Magda/er 
College complied with the Will and 
Power of the Ring, contrary to their 
Statutes and their Oaths, had they in 
ſo doing been perjured > if they had, 
then the Laws are to be a Rule, 
contrary to the Polleflion of Power, 
let that Poſſeflion have never ſo mucl: 
Providential Evidence of God's Autho- 
rity, and let the Perſon fo poſſetled 
be never ſo able to Cruſb them for Re- 
fuſal. But then it will follow, that 
all the Dr's Arguments of Poſleidion 
by Providence, contrary to Laws, will 
really ſignifie very little : For, How 
comes an Oath to Local Statutes to 
be of mare force than an Oath of 
Allegiance? and, I would fain ſee a 
Reaſon, why the Laws of a private 
College ſhould oblige the Mem 
of that Society, more than the Laws 
of a Kingdom ſhould oblige the Sub- 
jets of that Kingdom. It 1t be ſaid, 
That though the King exerciſed an 
Illegal Power, yet he has not throughly 
ſettied in the pofſeflion of it, becauſe 
he had not a National Conſent to 
it : I fay fo too, but then I fay m_ 
wile, 


wiſe, that an illegal Power is not 
hen. 2 ſettled, nor does bind the 
Subject to Obedience, *till it becomes 
Legal; for a National Confent, may 
part with the Rights of a Natian, as 
well as the Conſent of a Prince may 
part with his own Rights. And then it 
follows, that ſoſſe:Tion of Power, tho 
there be Providence, and an Army in 
the caſe, is not a Rule for Obedience 
to it, as to the Authority of God, but 
only the Legality of Power. 
And thus I have examined all that 


the Dr. offers from the Convocation 


Book, and incidentally the main Prin- 
ciples and - Arguments of | his Book : 
And if what I have ſaid, be True, 
with Reſpect to the Convocation, then 
I have anſwered his whole Book, by 
his own Confefiion : for he tells us,That 
I may not appear to be ſin2ulay, and to 
advance Paradoxes, I ſhall prove it 
from the Dofrines and Principles of 
the Church of England. But then, if 
he hath not nay it from the Do- 
Ctrins of the Church of England, as he 
hath not, if he have not provedit from 
the Convocation, then by his own Con- 
te{ſjon he is ſingular, and advances Pa- 
radoxes ; and I hope Paradoxes do not 
need to be anſwered, let People that 
write them, challenge as much as they 


pleaſe : And as for 1 amy £ I con- 


teſs he has ſome Company,. butſuch; * 


as he hath no great need to. be proud 


of; Fohn Goodwyn, and Eaton, and 


Three or Four more ſuch as They, 
have maintain'd the very fame ; and he 
might as well have ed us to 

wer them, and it had been to as 


- much Purpoſe ; for they have the very 


ſame Arguments. But one would 
have thought amongſt Men of the 
Church of I the very Naming 
them , would have been Anſwering 


them. But for any other in any Age," 
fie) 


I believe it would be h 


ſingle Rom Man, - ar 
own'd his Princyples, or 0 - 
- -p'ure; and © any-. Man\ 325 th. ever 


iQ, Sa \ 


JI Q 
o” . © 
% £5 


wr fapiens. o AEw. 0 Hee? 


( 47) 


heard of this Diſtintion , Thr 4131446 
fine Titulo, 3 Tyrannus exercitio, is 
able to diſcover the Novelty. of the 
Dr's Principles. ; and that he does no- 
thing but maintain” Paradoxes\, if to 
maintain Opinions. contrary tb, the ge- 
neral Senſe of Mankind, be tor mat 
tain Paradoxes. - th? 


I ſhall conclude with the Dr. as I <1d 
with the Author, with-a Quotation'to 
Confirm what-I have ſai;. and with a 
Requeſt to him ; 


Firſt, My'Quotation all Be out 
of Dr. Sherloc&'s Caſe of. Reſiſtance, 


Paz. 127. & Seq. 


| T, the Power of Pit arins Bus 
bels and Uſurpers from God 3 


' Did' OLFVER CROMWEL 


receive his Power from God, 
then it ſeems it was unlawful to 
Reſip him £08,.:67- 40 Conſpire.. a- 
gain him: Then all-thoſerd.oyal 
Subjets, who refuſed to [uh mt 


to bim, when be had got the 
POWER 'mto hu Hands, were: 


Rebels and Traitor: ? 


To this I Anſwer : 
That the moſt proſperous Re- 


bel i not the Higher Powers, 
while the NATURA L 
PRINCE, to whom we owe 
Obedience and Subjedtion w im 
being : And therefore, tho ſuch 
Men may get the Power imo 


their bands by God's Permiſſion, 


yet not by God's Ordinance ; and 


b/w blYre(ts them, does not Re- 
fiſt the Ordinance of God, but the 


ary 


TRLOFTLAK. f1 os ff ef 2: ; 
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4 
{ | Kingdoms, the King never 
F Je, ht by gre Ma that 
[4 4turas Per one _ 
_ the Crown deſcends 

xt 'of Blood, and therefore, 5 
ho Rebtllerh againſt the Father, 
and "Murders yn, , continues ; 
Rehel in the Reign ' of the "Son, 
awbich Commences with bis Fa- 
thers Death. - 


1} 

| | ow the-Dr. A; that 
if ich renowned thi: But it may be 
: all that, and (o it is 
| Nog faid to the con- 


; for thin E 


abrpcy + Ape : 


= rs yet que 
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= 4 ' 
7 3k b | L3G 4 
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hath now done it himſelf. And I be- 
tieve, ſhould any man at that time, 
comng twp To EC Quethor, con- 
cernt pre tons and Pra- 
1b: he would have returned ſuch at: 
infos, wal ror wg gave'to Eliſha, when 
y told him of thoſe 

rAdoyire which he afterwards actually 


did, Is thy ant a Dog , that be 

Ws c rl] has at thing ! But Ha- 

Gas the! Changed his mind, 'and 
.has the Dr. 

"2, MyR tokinrs; that, when 


he wr publiſhes a Book, he witl not 
fach an. rok in” the Preface : 
og I refuſed rm Oh G, I never en- 


dp ainſt it : Ine- 
mate it my Wy to diſſuade 
men from it, _ es or Nee ane 
, and ſome or other 

i bg. one remember, 'and take no- 
tice of it; and when they ſee ſuch a 


bold Afertion in the Preface; they may 
the elmo pin, alt the Book i 


2 k 
8. 13 
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or Jo. Hindmarſh, - at ihe Gallen Ball in Carnbi, 
againſt the Royal Exchange. 


1690. 
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